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INTRODUCTION'
4. .

The Advisory Committee on Accreditation. and Institutional
Eligibility is established pursuant to `Seetton 253 of the Vet-
erans' 'Readjustment Assistance Act (Chdpter 19, Title 38, U.S.
Codej, and subsequent legislation. It is governed by provisions
of Part Dtf the Genera' EducationProvisions Act (P.L. 91-230
as amended; 20 U.S.C. 1233' et seq.) and the Federal Advisory

. Committee Act (P.L. 924463; 5 U.S.G. Appendix I), which, set
.forth standards for the formation and use of_advisory

mittees. TheC,ommittee is established to &Oise the U.S.-Com-
, thissioner of Education in fulfilling his statutory obligations to

publish a list of nationally recognized accrediting agencies and
- associations which he determines to be reliable authorities con-
cerning the quality of training offered by education institutions
and programs. It also serves to advise the Commissioner in
fulfilling his statutory obligation to publish a list of State
agencies which he has_ determined to be, reliable authorities
concerning the quality of public postsecOndary vocational

. education, in. their respective State, pursuanCto Section
438(b) of the Higher Education Act of 1965,as amended by
P.L. 92:818. A complete list of the Committee's functions,
as well as its purpose and structure, can be found in the
Committee Charter, Appendix I.

Advisory Committee Membership

The fifteen members of the Committee are representatitie of ed-
,tication al institutions, various levels and-types of accreditation,
professional associations, State departments of education, the
general public and the student/youth population. They include
representation from the ranks of women and minorities, aria
from all geographic region's of the country. ThememberS are
appointed-to tAree-year terms by the Secretary of Health, Ed-
ucation, and Welfare. The compgsition of the Committee
changes,every June, when the terms of one-third of The mem-
bers expire. Ordinarily, no member is eligible for reappoint-
ment to a second consecutive term. Nomipations for' member-

,ro

ship gn the Committee are wercome. Names., and resumes if
available, should be submitted to the Director of theDivision of
Eligibility and Agency Evaluation, U.S, Office of Edtication.
though nominations are accepted at any time, those submitted
by NOvember -of any year are most likely to be considered for
terms beginning the following July, while those submitted after
November are likely to be reserved for consideration one year
later.

1976 ActvisoryCommittee Actions

The Committee met four times during 1976. All meetings were
open to the public, except for a fifteen-minute session of Sub-
committee 1 on March 25. One result of the greater' number of
Open meetings has been an increase in the number of individ-
uals and organizations who, although, they do-not themselves ).
have petitions pending before the Committee, appear for oral
presentations regarding petitiOning agencies. All Advisory
Com mittee_meetings are tapeiecorded, and a copy of the trans..'
cript is available for examination in the officei'of the Division of
EligibiRy and Agency Evalliation. A list of the 1976 Advisory,
Committee IneetingelnalUding the times during which the
Ma rchtmeeting was opil'',Or closed, is found in Appendix VI. Ap-
pendix VI also contsi s a list' of scheduled meeti'ng's for 1977;
and Appendix VII in es 'a list of agencies scheduled for re-
view through Marc 981. Committee dirussions during, the
closed portioh of th arbh.meeting are included in Part I of this
report, under the, erican Medical Association and the Ameri-
can Physical Thela y ASso'ciation.

,

The CommitteWs' activity during 1976 revolved mostly around.
the reviewtotile ions and interim reports relating to the Com-
missioner's apt ority ,to list recognized accrediting and State
approval agOci s. The Committee reviewed 70 petitions ancly,:
report& ands resuitbf its recommendations, one agency was
added to 60'1 t' of nationally recognized accrediting agendie;
and associa t. ns, recognition was continued for twenty,-seven

/ A
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accrediting agencies and,extension of scope of recognition was
granted to seven agencies. Presently, there are 69 nationally
recognized accrediting agencies and associations. As a result
of Committee recommendations, four agencies were added to
the list of State agencies nicognized for the approval of public
pbstsecondary vocational education and recognition of six State
agencies was continued. One agency withdre-W from the recog-

. nized list, and one agency served notice that it would nseek
.. renewal of recognition when its term of recognition expires in

March 197-7:2Currently; lhere-are fourteen recognized State
agencies for- the approval of public postsecot)cla0 vocational
education, ,\ .. \
Accepting Committee recommendations, the Commissioner
alSo awarded eligibility status for Federal funding programs to
two institutions which demonstrated satisfactory assurance
that they would meet the accrediting staidards.of a recognized
agency within a reasonable period of time, and be deterinined
that the CoMmunity College of the Air Force has met the criteria
forthe award Of the in Applied Sciences Degree:The
Commissioner's determinations of satisractoryassurance were
made pursuant to his authority under the Higher Education Mt
of 1965, as amended,' section 1,201(aX5XA), and under the
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 201). The action regarding
the Community College of the Air Force Was niade purSuant to
his -authority tinder the,..1954 Federal Policy Governipg the
Granting of Academic Degrees byrFederal Agencies andInstitu-
tions, and under current authorizing legiilalion -(stibsec-
tion-(d) of 10 U.S.C. 9315).

While most, cif the Committee's time is occupied with review of
petitions, it alsci must review policy issues which affect accredi-
tation and eligibility. Diking 1976,.the Committee's review of
policy matters was hampered by the amount of time-needed to
review 'petitions, and by adthinistrative and budgetary restrict

. tions which discouraged scheduling of its annual policy review
meeting., - Nevertheless, the Committee reviewed several de-

' velopmervt regarding legislation; the current Criteria for
Recognition; Advisory Committee functions,, operating pro-

' cedures and role; and relationships between the private ac-
crediting anckeducation community and the U.S. Office of Ed-

. ucation.-The CoMmittee used two of its neetings to provide a
forum for discussions of mutual concern with non-Federal ed-
ucators. A discussion of the policies which the Committee re:.
viewed is found in Part II of this report.

..

Procedures -for-Review of Petitions for Recognition

Reviewing petitions for recognition occupies the majority' of
the Committee's time. The ComrRittee's review procedure is as .

follows: ArLagency presents its petitions to the Division of
Eligibility Ad Agency EValuation tree months in advanCe of
the Committee's next meeting. Review of the petitiOn is as-
signed to one of the Committee's two subcommittees. Copies of
the petitiOR are Mailed to the subcImmittee members, and, pro-
viding there- are enough available, to the remainder of the
Committee. Site ,visits by Division 'personnel and/or consul-*
tants /o the - Office of Education'are conducted, and the reports
from these visits are included among the materials. The
Division staff develops (en analysis of the petition based upon
the published Criteria for Retognition. This analysisis mailed.
in advance to Committee members, to the petitioning agency
and to'interested third parties who have requested a copy of it.

During its meeting, Committee members meet for a time as two
separate ttibcommittees. The subcommittees!, supported by
staff-and-conbultants,-raVieWthe merits of each petition and
hear oral preientations by representatives of the petitioning
agencies and by interested third parties who have requested ah
appearance. Folldwing the presentations, the subcommittees
conduct afinarreview Of the petitions and prepare recom-

. mendations for the full Committee. The full Committee reviews
the subcommittee reports and develops recommendations td
the Commissioner. ,The Commissioner then approves or disap-

. proves the recommendations, and notifies the agency in cities-
- tion of that action. Finally, changes io the lists'of recognized
. agencies are published from time to time in the FEDERAL

REGISTER.

iv
to
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' : PART I -°----'-z-,----4-,;-,. '
, .;.:-. .-,.. ,

COMMITTEE ACTIONS REGARDING PETITIONS AND INTERIM REPORTS
,''

For the,fulLtext of criteria references cited in the
actions, please see the appropriate appendix:

Criteria for Recognition of National 49Tediting
Bodies,

4

Criteria,for Recognition of State Agencies for the
Approval orPublic Postsecondary,Vocalional
Education

Criteria for_ Recognition of State Agencies for the
Approval of NursetEducation

Federal Policy Governing the. Granting of
demic Degrees:by:Federal Agencies and Insti-
tutiOns,

Committee's'

Appendix II

Appendix III

Appendix IV

Appendix V

UtileSs otherwise indicated in the text , actibzls bythe Committee '
were aPprOVed by the U.S. Commissioner of Education on the
follbwing dates:

March 23-26 Meeting,
. June 16 -18 Meeting

September 21-24 Meeting.
06' -ember 8-10 Meeting

°

A. Nationally Recounized-''Accrediting Agtrcies
.Associations ,<

May 6, 1976
° August 3, 1976'

October 27, 1-976
January 12, 1977

s

and

Accrediting Buregiii of,Medicaltalioratory Schools
.2

'September 21:24, 1976: Petiiionfor renewal o4cognition.for
accreditation of private medical assistant institu- .

tions and programsand dchOoleand programs forthainedical
laboratory technician. Recogpition is Continuedfor a period of .

a

four years. The Bureau is ur Viowever, ta give its attention'-
to area; of the Criteria for Recdtpitiv Where' itS compliance is

.

not technically satisfactorys,kst, .t_ding criterion (aX3iiii1(4).
(qualitative.asse'ssrrterit), Ole BureaashoUld give its attention to
the encouragement of broader participation"' in producing ha
Alf-study do'cument. Second, while the'Biireau currently pro-
%Ades smitten decisiopf the appellate bo*to the chief esecu-
tive officer of a schoolor program in matters of adverse dart
.sions,,this policy is not cteerly specified in 0'10:Bureau's written

' pr9cedures, as reciaired by criterion (bX3)(viiiXC) (written deci2
sion). During its meeting, the Advisory Committee reviewed
additional written material submitted, by the Bureau, and by
Richard' L. Egan, .Secretary, Council on Medical Education:.
American Medical Association,who opposed continued recog-,
nition of the Bureau's accreditation of priVate medical assist-,
ant education- institutions and-'programs, and public medical
laboratory technician education programs. The Committee also
heard an oral presentation by representatives of the Bureau.

Accrediting Commission on Education for Health Services -
AdministrationAdministration

: 1

1. December 8-10; 1976: Petition for extensioi7 of Scope of
xecognition to incade accreditation of graduate programs in
health servides adminiitration. Recognition is granted until.
December 1977. The Comtnission has demonstrated satisfac- 4
tory,compliance with the Critdria for RebognitiOn. The limita-
tion upon the-period of recognition is designed to phase the re-

, view of -this activity into the regular cycle of review of the
`Ciffinmission'e other accrediting activities,

2, December 1976:, tnterim Report. The i!eport is ac-
cepted. The Commissio has 'responded satisfactorilyto the
Commissioner's letter of December 11,'1975.

A

J

a.
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The Advisory Committee reviewed boththe report and the re-
quest for an extension of scope during its December 8-10 meet-
ing. During the meeting, the Committee reviewed additional
written material submitted by the Commission and by Janet
Strauss, Executive Director, Council on Education for Public
Health, who attested to new areas of successful cooperation
established between the Council ancl the "Accrediting Commis:.
sion.The Committee also heard an oral presentation by repre-
sentatives of the Commission.,

American Assembly of Collegiate Schools of Business

J une 16-18, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition for ac-
-

crednion of baccalaureate and graduate 'degree programs in
'business and management, Recognitiiin is co9tinued until Sep-
tember 1979, contingent upon t42 Assembly'i demonstration of_
satisfactorycompliance with aerion (b)(2)(i) (public repre-
sentatives) of the Criteria for Recognition, during its review in

'September 1977.

American Association of Marriagrand Family Counselors,
Committee on Accreditation

September, 21=24, 1976: Petition for initial recognition for acc
creditation, and for preaccreditation as "Correspondent': of

programsand doctoral degree progras in marriage anti family.
counseloro'cunselor training. Initial recognition is denied. The Committee
on Accreditation has failed to demonstrate satisfactory com-
pliance with'criteria a)11)(i) (regional or national) and (ii)(defini-
tion of scope); and (bX1Xi) (consideration of constituencies),*of
the Criteria for Recognition. Particular concerns regarding the
Committee on Accreditation's compliance with these criteria
relate to the limited number of programs evaluated to date; the
unknown siie' of the Association's universe; the seeming lack
of a definbd accrediting program which is universally acdented;
the lack of clearly defined,acCreditation standards; and the mat-
ter of neeclfor a separate agency to accredit programs in this
field/However, inview of the apparent need for effective evaivatz

14

I 44
tion of education programs in marriage and family counseling,
the Division'of Eligibility and 'Agency Evaluation is directed to
employ consultants to ascertain if there is A'definedeclucational
program universe in this area, to review the feasibility of de-
veloping an acceptable accrediting program in this area, and to. .
prepare a reporiRf findings to the Advisory Committee. During
its meeting, the Advisory Comrnitteepeard an oral presentation
by representatives of the Committee on Abcreditation.

American Association of Nurse Anesthetists, Council oh Ac-
,

creditation

September 21-24, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition for
accreditation, and for the award of the status of "Preaccredita-
tion,""of professional schools/programs of nurse anesthesia.
Recognition is continued for a period of three years. At the end
of one year, the Council on accreditation willbe expected to sub-
mit to the Advisdry Committee a report indicating:

a. progress toward estal4lishment of.a program ofeValuation of
, its educational standirds designed to assess their validity

and reliabilitycriteridn (bXS) (yalidity-qf standards) of the
, Criteria for Recognitionwith the assessment expected to

involve:appropriate constituencies, including physician ad-,

ucators;

b. evidence of continued representation in policy and decision-
Raking bodies of the,commUnity of interests affected by the
Council's accreditation programscriterion (c)(4) (reflects
commimityotinterestsfy

c, assurance that the Council performs no functions incon-
sistent with Its ability to make independent judgmentof the
quality of education programs criterion (d)(1) (independ-
eno's of function); and

it, implications of the *Cpuhcil'a eequirement for the CRNA
certificate as a condition for membership on nurse anes-
thesia faculties..

I



'During its meeting, theAdvlsorytomrnittee reviewed additional
written materials submitted-by the Council, by Richard Ament,
President-elect of the American Society of Anesthesiologists
and*by*James F. Arens, President, of theFacy IN of NurSeAnes-
thesia Safools. The Committee 'ale° heard oral presentations by
representatives of the Council and by Dr. Ament and Dr. Arens.

, Dr. Ament and Dr. Arens opposedhoritinuectrecognition for the
Council. The presentatiOns were attended bY appioximately 150

*observers. -

4
American Bar Association, otiOcji of the Sesqion of Legal
Education and Admissionslo ---

, .

December 8-10, 1.976: Interim report. The ,report is not ac-:
cepted, andthe Council is requested to _submit an additional
written and oral:report at 'the March 1977 AdvisoryCoMmittee
meeting. In concluding that the report is not satisfaCtory,.the7
Committee suggests that the Council may not be acting iii,good
faith- in its promises to conduct a study of accreditation in the ',
proprietary law schoof,field, and to address other previously
raised issues regarding the Council's compliance with the Cri-
teria for Recognition. The Council's March report is expected .
demonstrate progress toward achieving satisfactory corgpli,
ance with'criteria (b)(2)(i) (pub)in represdntatives),'(b)(2)(iv)
(comrciaint review procedures) and (b)(6) (requires output'
&ciliation). Thecreport also will be expected to contain the
results of a completed study of 'accreditation o,proprietary
law schools, and to respond to issues raised by representa-
tives 'of .the Western State University, College Of Law of
Orange COunty (California) during their presentatkOn before
the Advisory ComMittee on Deceniber 9,1?76. In addition
to that presentation; the Committee also heard a presenta,
tion by representatives of the Council', and the ComMittea;
reviewed additional written malkial. submitted by fie
Council and by John W. Black, %Assistant Dean of t e:
Western State UniVersity College of Law, who urged rej
tion.of-the report and oppoSed continued recognition of the
Council. Committee members ThOrnas Shearer and Harold

Crosby disclosed that they a?e members of the ABA and
. their respective state bar associatiqns, but do not hold office

in these, organizations. They announced their intention to
discuss and vote -on the CoUncil's report,* unless therf was
opposition from the Committee. Thep was none: Dean John
Irving participated in the discussion on the report but
abstained- from votiqdue tq his direct involvement in legal.
education. . .,

American Board of Fun4a1 Service Education, Commission
Schools

,

.

.

_

, '
September 21- 24,1976' Retition for renewal of recognition fcir
accreditation ,of independent schocys and collegiate depart-
ments of funeral sel-vice education. Recognition is contInued
for a pertOd of four years. The,Coinmission is, however, urged to
give seribus consideration to twO areas of -the Criteria for Recog7
nition in which, it has demonstrated minimal compliance..
The Commission_shou Id-consider establishing traihing semi-
nars and workshops for potential visiting team leadersiand-
menibers and"Should, in its published lists, include all lev,els . .

of institutional status and, provide IdentificatiOn of the --",
-i?.vatious approved pfodram level*;. During Its *meeting, the.

Cotiimittee heard an oral presentation by representatives of '-!..
the COmmissicau ' ' . e ' '

"t . '
., - - .

.. -

3

AmericawdounCil on Education for.JOUrnailism,Accrediting
Coinmittee look ',r .

.

Marchrch 23-26: 1976: Petition for re newal of recognition for ac-
credition of first profesibnal degree rograrns in journalism.
Recognition iS conjinued for a perib of four years. The Coun-:
cil has derndirtr'ated compliance with most of'the Criteria for
Recognition -At the end of one year, the Accfediting Committee
is requested to submit to the Advisbry ComMittee a report dem-
onstrating Orosiress toward satisfactory compliance-with the
following criteria of the driteria for Recognition: (a)(3Xi)(defi
tions/brocedures), specifically, the deOelopment of definitions



of probationary slaterSendpf provisional status;OX2Xi)
representatiVes), specificalkwritten assuranceof,theapPOInt-
ment of additional, public membertiiVie-abbriciii; 16)(2)(iii)
(notice of standards revision), specifically, evidence of steps
taken to prdvide notice of proposed or revised standards to all
institutions with accredited programs in journalism; and
(b)(2)(iv).komplaint review procedures), specifically, the de-
velopment of a written,complaint procedure. During its meeting,
the Advisory 'Committee heard an oral presentation by repre-
Sentatives of the Accrediting Committee.

American f.ibraryAssOciation, Committee onAccrediiation

Decembe /340, 1976: Request for postponement of review of
petition for renewal of recognition fiom March 17 toPecem-
ber1977. The request is 'denied. The eornmittee on A-ccredita-
tion reqUested the* postponement because it was unable, to
schedule a-site visit forobservationb-vds-OE personnel until the
fall o5-4977. In rejecting the re9uest, the Advisory Committee
notes that the postponement would amount to the equivalent of
continuing recognition for an extended period of time withdtit
some kind of fotmal report upon which to base. its decision. The:,
Committee indicates th44 the Division of Eligibility and Agenc-y
Evaluation should determine whether, fpf,administrative rea-
sons, the review should be reschefluled;The Committee further
expregses the need for developinge Consistent policy regarding.
the issue of lengthy postponeMenti:(Nc act* was required by

. the CommiSsioner; subsequently, DEAE res6fieduled the review
for September 1977.)

, American Medical Association', poi.snell on Meilicalltduca- 4-

r -0

:.' lion , ,, :: ,

::)-1, 7-1. ' , ,
..1 4 ': ,

1. March 23 -25, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognitiop as
he coordinating agency for allied'health education accredita-

tion. Recognition is continued for a period of two year's: At the'
end of one year, the Council on Medical EducatIon (CME) is ex-

.
pectedyi subMit to; the Advisory Committee a repbrt demon-,
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. .

stratirig substantial progress in reo/Vanizingitsacdrediting pro::
gram so as- tk further address thp issues of proliferation and
fragmentatio (criterion (b)(1)needi, and to reflect the com- :
munity of ingests in the area of allied-health education 46- .f

elcreditation (trite ion (cX4)reflects community of interests).
The Clouncil'sp tition provided insUfficient;information to de-
termine its compliance with the f011owing criteria: (b)(2)(ii)(D) ,.

(publication bf,'1.ames of personnel), (bX2X'ii)(E) (publicly avail-,
_able information regarding its legal organization), (b)(2)(iii)
(notice of standards revision),(b)(5)'(validity of standards}, and 7

(b)(10) (accurate reference). The Committee indibated that4f the
Council does pot offer satisfactory evidence of 'progress in the
areas cited above, the Committee will consider recommending
that the Commissioner request the Council to show causewhy
his recognition,of the CME as the coordinating. agency for allied ..

health education, accreditation should got be withdrawn. During
its meeting, the Advisory Committee -reviewed additional writ-
ten material submitted by Nancy I. M. Preuss,resident of the
Ainerican Society for Medical Technology, Who'criticized the
collaborative arrangement in allied health education adcred!ta-
don, particularly as it applies to the National Accrediting Agency4,
for Clinical Lalioratory,,Sciences. The Committee also, heard `an
oral presentation .by,.Dr. Preuss.; In addition, .the.Committee
heard oral presentations by representatives of the CME and by '
representatives'of:,each of the c.ollaborating agencies .listed
below, except the Joint Review Committee on Educational fro- ,
grams for Physician'S ASiistants kridthe Joint Review torrimit- -.
tee on Edu,cation in RadiologieTechnology. The,'Commitfee
heard,two presentations-from repreSentallYes,of the ArtieriC0',

..Physicallherapy.Associatioki, From.,.1:1 O. to 11,25 p.m., Thuis-;7-,
deV,ivierch 25, SubCoMMitteel ,ofiffeAdyilory Committee con'-

.11

I t

d4cted a closed session, in accordance with Section 10(d) of the.. '

;Federal Aedvisory Committee Act. (Pi. 92 -463) anti clauses (4)
and (6) btsubsection (I?) Of section 552 oflitle 5 of the United
Statee Code. During his session; the subcomThittee discussed. .

financial matters iridolving th,e,CM,Egri,d its collaborating agen-
cies. tigodecussion ariiiinClUdeciacimments'regarding various
individuals; ssociated with the Council on Medical Education,

.4.
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the tkrnericari Physical Therlpy Association and the American
, . .

So,diety for Med41 Technology; The, subcommittee took, no'
formal action and Pioposed no. reCommendatiOns to the full

' Com mittee 'du ring the Ctqsed session. D. George L. G iassmuck,
Chairperson of the Advisory. Committee; stepped doWn froin the ,

Chair in order. to partiblpate iritte full Committee discussions'of
.th'e petitions of the CME and its'coll.a...)2orating egencies. Dean. .

ofilkl&t.ing served as Chairperson durkiirthese discutsio-ns.
.4.

1

physical therapy assistant education programs and the pub-
lication of revised Essentials for physical therapist educa.:
tion. The Committee on Accreditation also submitted a peti-

ition for recognition outside the collaborative arrangement
With the CME/AMA. This is treated below. .

.

.

3. Curriculum Review Board, American Association of
fl Medical Assistants

2 Decerriber8-10 1976: The COuncil is requested to reiVnt7 .
during ,41;1e June 15-1'7, 1977, Adv. Committee meeting,

. justification for its continued" recogni n as the accrediting
,,:',:agenoy. for Physical therapisfeducation. The Commissioner's

t request relates to the American Physical Therapy AssociafiTon's
wittdiewal from. ,the CME, collaborative, arrangement (please
seetel dwj, -

7

1,0,0

. .

AmetIcan Medical Association, Council on Medical Educe-,
ton,. in,00bpai'ation with ,

. . ,

1, Accreditation Committea,,AmeridanbccupationalTher-
apy Association

'M ch,23-26, 1976: interim'report° The reportis accepted.
The Accre,ditationCommittee has responded satisfactorily to:

.

pre6oi!iicoftcerns. ...
.

., ,
Committee on Accreditation in Education, Arruhicarr
Physical Therapy Association

e 4142,

March 2%26, 1976i Petition for renewal of recognition for 4
preditakn f professionalpragiams for the pfiysicalther-ther-

apist. R nitionc is continued for 'a period of two ypars,-
with the specification that atzthee4of one Yedr, the Alsg
ciation wilt lab expected to Submit a report tdemonstAtting:
satielctory progress toward resolving issues relatih t6 he `

,

I'

March 23-26: 1976: Petition for renewal of 'recognition
,fvr accreditation of one- and two -year medical assistant pro-

-- s. Recognition is continued for a period of four years.
The and has demonstrated satisfactory compliance with
most of he criterfe4or Recognition. At the end,of one year,
the4Ther0 will_-beexpectecl-to-sdbmit-a-report -deTrionSTreting
action taken to include Board member affiliations irithe
Published list of the .Board's membership. (criterion

.(142)(4i)(D)-7-names of personnel). The report also will'be
expected to include an account of the Board's progress to-,
Weed oollaboeating with., the Accrediting Bureau of Medical '.
Laboratory Sohools in Bch areas as`(1)the development of
a common self:surveyinstrumentendtominon survey pro- .

cedures; (apoperationin,joint surveys; (3)sestablfsbrnent
of a liaiSQn oommittee;,and (A)developmentof aJong -range
'plan of cooperatidn'. itcognitiOn of tfle Board is contingent
upon.continuation'tiftthe',comMiseloner's recognition of the
CO-6ml! on Medical giidation as Ihe.':umbrella'ebency,
following its next review. .,- ,

. ,.., - .:- ..,.. . -
. . , . ,..,

. Educatiormarici Registration Comrinittee, American Medi-
cal:dal Rpcord Association' ,

. : . 7

Maith 23-26,,19 interiirrreport. The,report is accepted.
The EdtiaatiOn'-iiid Registt ;ion Comitittee has responded
Satisfactorily to prev ous concerns:

;.-
,

. 4

,

2i
,,

,

4



..

P.

..

.

3

5. Joint Review Committge on Educational Programs, for
Physician's Assiitants, which is sponsored by the Ameri-
can Academy, of gamily Physicians, American Academy.
of Pediatrics,`American Academy of Physician's Assist-
ants, American College of Physicians, American College
of Surgeons and American Society of Internal Medicine

a.,.Marth 23-'26,197,6! PetitiOn foi .extehsion of scope of
redagnitidn to include accreditation programs for .the
surgeon's assistant. ExtensionOf scope of recognition, to
include accreditation i-Of program § for the surgeon's assist-.
ant, is granted;Recognitionolthe Joint ReviewCommittee
on EducatiOnel Programs fo' the -Assistant to the Primary
Care Physician is tranSferred to the Joint Resview Commit-
tee on EdutationaTProgra ms-for Physician's Assistants. The*
scope of recognition of the JoinfReview Cotniitee on Ed
ucatiOna I Programs forPhysitian's Assistants is to be listed
as ."accreditatio of pr.ograms foc the assistant to the .prt-

,
mary care physician and for the surgeon'S' assistant."

. .

March 23226,,,1976:, Interim report regarcting,ac&edi-
`- tation.of programs for the assistant to the pilmary care

physician. They report is accepted; The Joint' review
_Committee `has redponded;satiifactorily to Orevioin can
ferns. 4 ' .,;iao`

,

-,6.. Joint. Rev,iew Committee on Educatioparprogranis in
Nuclear Technologyokhicliii sponsored by the

. AMericia Colbige of Radiology, AmericaiSoCietY of
Clinical Pkiiplogitts, Aniericah Society for MedicalTech;
nelogy,, American Society -:ot:.Radiologic Technologists

'and the Society of Nuclear NiediCine.--- - .

. .. .

March 23-26,1976: Petition for ienewal of recognition.for
accreditation of programs for the nuclear medicine tgla-
nolo0t."Recognition is continued for a period of two years.

'The Joint Review Committee will be.expected to subrit to
the Advisory Committee, at the end of one year, a report Oft

22

.

action taken by the AMA's House 9f Delegates regardi .

' Joint Review Cor,nmitfee's new-Ess. entials, and refl cting
satisfactory development 9f its self-study instrument.

7. Joint Review Committee on 'Education in Radio! gic
T13chnolopy, which, is sponsored by the American Col ege
of Radiology and the American Society of Radio!
Technologists

March 23-26, 1976: Interim oport The noon is accept d.
ThiJoint5aview Committee has responded satisfactorily to
previous sonceins.

8. National Accrediting Agency for Clinieillaborato
Sciences, which is sponsored by the American Society for
Medical Technology and the American Sro4iiety of Clinical
Pathokogists

March 23 -26, 1976: Petition for renewatirif recognition for
accreditation of, educational p/ograms.for the laboratOry as-
sthant and schools and programb for the medical labbratory
technician. Recognition is continued for`a period of two
,years.; The Agency has demonstrated corn-
pliancewith the criteria for Recognitidn: The linctitation on
theAgencleS period Of recognition is designed to bring the
review of its accrediting-activities in these two areas into .. .

the regular cycle of review of.its Ctiediting activitiea in
Other area,

:

Oecenter-8-10,.1 06: Petition far renewal of.recognition for
accreditation, and preaccreditation as "fleasonableAssorance"
and "Preliminary Approval of professional programs in op---
tometrY. f3ecogn it limit rit n u ed for a Period of four years. The

,Counall.has demonstrated*satisfactory coMpliahce with most of

af

3
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. ethe Criteria for Recognition. At the end of one year, the Cain- Office of Osteopathic Education. The Committee alsoteard an
cil will be expecredwsubmit to the Advisory Oommittee a report oral presentation by representatives of the ASsodiation..
addressing concerns regarding its compliance With the follow- .

ing criteria: ifaX1)(ii) (definition of scope), (b)(2)(i) and .(c)(4)
American Physical Therapy -Association, Committee on(public representatives) and (bt.3)(ViiiXA) (no change,in status). Accreditation in Educationin addition, the report should alldress itself to the matter of the' .. ,

Council's preference for. its accredited programs to be located . .

1. March 23-26, 1976: Petition for initial recognition for inde-in university settings. During its meeting, the Advisory Com-
mittee pendent accreditation of entry level programs foiplysical there-heard an oral presentation- by representatives of the

pist assistants. Action on the petition is deferred for a period ofCouncil. ,i . two-years,The-American-F'hyslarTheraPY- Asiaciatiion -Cur-
American Osteopathic Association 3

4 .

rently is-redognizedby the Commissione?ed a nationally recog-
nized- accrediting association in collaboration with the Council, . .

June 16-18, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition for a.. on Medical Education, American Medical Association :This peti-
tion constitutes a request for recognition ouiside the col labora-creditation,. and for preaccr ditation as "Preaccreditatiop
tive arrangement. The, Advisorrtommittek has indicated aStatus" andri,"ProvisiO nal App al," of progiarnsjeading to
desire to encourage and preserve the conceW, oft coordinatingthe'D.O.Ilegreet Recognition is oritinued for a period of two

years. Afttie end of one yeari e AssociaffiRkwill be expected to lgency for allied health accreditation. The .dommittee also
demonstrate progress toward satisfactory compliance with recognizes recent effort's on the part of!the CME to foster the
criteria ..,edption of revised physical therapist education Essentials, andcriteria.( (current status), (b)(2)(iii) (notice of standards

to bring physicaktherapistessistarit education ,under ttte CMErevision) anth(b)(2)(iv) (Complaint review- prOcedureili, of the
umbrella." The two-year deferral correspOncia with theTperiodt

..' Criteria fqr Recognition. In additionYit should demonstrate that
it has taken measures *to clarify its policies and procedures ,of recognition granted to the CME as the".umbrella" agency 9,nd

for the CME and APIA 'as collaborating agencies fiii physicaledocurrients 6nCerning its due process procedures and its scope
of operations. ; therapist education (please see the appropriate sections unkt

+., , .thAmerican MediCal Association, above). During .its.rneeting;
Questions are raised concerning the Association's requires the Advisory CommittWeard oral presentations 6y the Asso-
merits that accredited schools be members of 'the American ciation's representatives regarding both its petition for renewal
Association of Colleges Of Osteopathic Medicine, and that of recognition as a collaboratiVe agency, grich this petitipn.
D.O.'s who are members of the faculty of accredited colleges be From 1 :10 to 1:25 p.m.; Thursday, March 25, Subcommitteel-"Of
members of the American Osteopathit.Association. The As- the Advisory Comrrlittee clOsed its discUssions to the, public,
sociation and the Division of Eligibility and Agency Evaluation pursuant to,Section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory Committee.,
are directed to explore cooperatively the issUeconderning the Act (P.L, 92-463) and clauses (4)-and (6) of subsection (b) of sec-
membership requirements aria, at the end of on.b., year, the As-' motion 52 of Title 5 of the United States Code. During this session,
sociatiOn islo submit to the Advisory Committee a report on its the subcOmmittee disAsed fipanCial and personnet matters ,
consideration of these issues. .. associated with`the Ameridan Physical ThejaPy Association and

. . . . ~the 'Council on Medical Education. The;SUbcommittee took no
During its meeting, the Committee reviejoiliadditional written format action and proposed no redommendatrOn's to the full
material submitted by PhiliriParterantz, Director of the AOA's Committee during the closed session. :;

<
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2December 8-10, 1976: PetiUon for initial rec.ognitibn for
,inelependent accreditation of entry level programs for.physkal,
therapists and programs for physical therapist assistants. Con-
sideration of this petitiorkls deferred until the June 15- 17,1977,
Advisory Corthnittee meeting. As noted above, this petition,
when first presented, was deferred for two yeari, However,

. since that action, the Assoclatioh indicated that btgliirring
°January 1, 1977, it would sever its accrediting ties with the
American Medical Association, and requested that the petition
be4etictiva1; The request was granted. During the Meeting,
the Cofrimittee reviewed additional written material submitted
by 'Richard Egah, Secretary, Council' On Medical Education; .

American Medical Association; by William M. Samuels, Execu-
tive Director of the A'rfierican SocAty of Allied Health' Profes-
sions; by John W. Sche;igthoih, Dean of the'School of Allied
Health Profeksions of the University of Texas Medical Center,
and chairman of the Task Force on Accreditation of the Council
on EducatidA'al Institutions, American SoCiety of
Professions; and byj Alexander McMahoh, President of the

4-

fi
. .

American Hospital Association., Dr. Egan indicated a desire
to continue to seek a collaborative approach to accredita-
tion. Alr. Samuels expressed a willingness to cooperate with

,,,;,pther organizations with similar concerns in accreditation.
Dr. Schermerhorn urged deferral of any new action until all
concerned parties could have an opportunity to explore
mutual concerns, He .elso indicated that the American
§.ociety of Allied Health professions would assume amore
active role in accreditation. Dr. McMahon opposed the
APTA's withdrawal from the, collabdrative arrahgement as%
encouraging 'fragmentation in accreditatign. Mr. Samuels and
Drs. Egan and Schermerhorn also made oral presentations

'before the Committee, as did representatives of the APTA.
The Aisociation's representatives indicated, a willingness to 7

explore cooperative efforts with any organization in the -`
future in order to insure proper trainititi of physical
therapists and to,protect consumer interests. The Advisory
Committee's recommendation, and the Corrirnissioner's

4

action' regarding this petition, therefore, ate designer:No
provide an opportunity for the concerned parties to explore
efforts toward improvement of cooperation. The interval

'also permits .the Association, to review concerns raised
regarding its compliance with criteria (c)(1) (acceptance) arid
(c)(4).(reflects community of interests), of the Criteria for
Recognition. In view of the change in ,the curreptly
recognised collaborative arrangement for accreditation of
physical therapist,education,the Council on Medical Educe-
tiaTi is requeSted to present, at the June 15-17, 1977,
Advisory Committee meeting, justification for its continued
recognition as the accrediting agency in this area. Dr.
Pascasio was absent from all discussion and action regarding
this petition. Dr: Miller served as Ackiisory 'Committee
ChairperSon 'during the full Committee .review of the
petitions

American Psychological, Association, 'Committee -on
.-

creditation
.

June 16-18, 1976: Interi4 report regarding the accreditation of
,doctoral programs in school psychology. The report is accepted.
The Committee:on Accreditation has.responded satisfactorily to
previous coricernt. During the meeting, the Advisory Com-
mittee heard an oral presentation by representkives of the
CAMMittee on Accreditation.

A
,

American Speech and Hearing Association, Boards of Exam-
iners in Speech Pathology and Audiology

_September 21-24, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition
for accreditation of master's degree piograms in speech' path-
ology ald audiology. Recognition is continued for a period of
three years. At'the end of one year,h'e Boards will be expected
to submit to the Advisory Committee a report demonstrating
satisfactory compliance with criterion (b)(a)(i) (public represen-
tatives) of the Criteria for Ftecognition. In addition, the Boards'

I.
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report should indicate progress toward adoption of revised self-
study guidelines and visiting- team instructions criterion
(aX3)(iiiXBY (guidance); adoption of written complaint review
procedurescriterion (b)(2)(iv); and adoption of proPosed new
accreditation procedures. During 'its meeting, the Advisory
Committee heard an oral presentation by.representativeg of the
Association.

American Veterinary Medical AssociatiOn
-

1. Committee on Animal Technician Activities and Training-
.

Depember 8-10, 1976: Petition for extension of scope of recog-
nitlon to include the Coinmittee on Animal Technician-Activi-
ties and Training's (CATAT) accreditation'of associate degree
programs for animal technicians. Extension of scope of recog-
nition is granted for a period of one year. While GATAT has
demonstrated 'satisfactory compliance with lost of the Cri-
teria for Recognition, three areas ofleficiency in CATAT's cofn-
chance with the criteria shouldte addressed if CATAT is to re-

5 tainContinued recognition beyond one year. These areas are:
(a)(31( iii) (self-analysis/on-site reviews), specifically, integra-
tionofthe self-study document into the evaluative-process; at-
tention to the training and composition of site 'review teams; and
(b)(2)(i) (public representatives)1 During its meeting, the, Ad-
visory Committee reviewed adelitional written material sub-
mitted by the Association, and heard an oral presentation by the
Associations representatives. "(The Association's Council on
Education currently recognized for accreditation, and for
award of the preaccreditation status of "Reasonable Assurance
ofAccreditation," of programs leading to the D.V.M. and V.M.D.
degrees.)

2. Council on Education

June 16-18, 1976: Interim report. TI the, eport_ic acsaptea The
. .

Council has responded'satisfactorily to previous concerns.

28

3.

Association for Clinical Pastoral Education, Inc. .

June 16-18, 1 $76: Petition for renewal of recognition for ac-
creditation of professional training centers for clinical pastoral
education. Recognition is continued fora period of four years.

TheAssociation is commended for its progress, and is encour,
aged to continue its cooperative relationship with the Associa-
tion of Theological. Schools in the United States and Canada.
During the meeting, thIAdvisory Committee heard an oral press
entation by represehlatives of the Association.

_ .
. °

Association of Advanced Rabbinical and Talmudic Schools,
Accreditation Commission

December 8-10, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition for -
accreditation and preaccrediption as '.'Correspoizent" and
--Candidate" of rabbinical and Talmudic schools. Recognition is
continued for a Period of:four .years. The Accreditation Com-
mission has demonstrakd satisfactory compliance with the,Cri-
teria fo -Recognition. During the meeting; the Advisory Com-.,'
mittee heard an oral presentation by representatives of the
Commission.

Association of Independent Colleges and'Schools, Accredit-
ing Commission .-

.

Septe6lbers21-24, 1976: Interim report.'The report is acdepted.
The Commission has responded satisfactorily to.the Commis-
sioner of Education's letter of April 24, 1975.

Cosmetology Accrediting 'Commission

September 21-24, 1976: Petition kovenewal of recognition
foraccreditation of cosmetology schools and prbgrpms. ecog-,
nition is continued for a pericid of onwear. While the'Commis-

, sion has demonstrated substantial progress since its laSire-
vieW, compliance with signifiOant portions of. t Criteria for
Recognition remains to be demonstrated. Therefor oulci the

2-9



Commission present a peqsionlfor renewal of recognition after
one year,, it will be expeded to demonstrate. further positive
progress in all areas of defjciency cited by the Commissioner,
of Education in, his letter (*December 11, 1975. During the
meeting, the Advisory Comniittee reviewed additional written
material submitted by Lauren, R. Oldak and ,William W. Scott,
Counsel for the National H'airldtressers and Cosmetologists As-
sociation. Theiyaised asnumberoficoncerns regirding the Corn-
mission's compliance with th,'-Criteria. In addition, the Coma
mittee heard an oral presente ion by representativeili the
Commission.

Council on Education for Public Health

1. September 21-24,.1976: Inte m report.' The report is. ac-
cepted. The Council has resp(Inde satisfactorily to ,the Com- -
missioner of Educations letter of pill 24, 1975. 'During. its
meeting, the Advisory Committee hard an oral presentation by
representativeS of the Council.

.of petition -for renewal of recogniti (7 froth March 1977 to
2. DecemberRequest l postponement otieviivif

March1978. The request is denied. The Council requested the'
postpbherrfant because of preOarationS,to expand its scope of
accrediting activities. The Council indicated Thai it would seek
recognition or this expanded scope;;,but,,tat It would take ap-

. proximately one year to prepare stanCiarda and procedures, and
tg.submit a petition for recognition. In rejecting the COuncii's

.request, the Committee takes.The same position which it took
in denying_the request_octhe_American,4:jbrary,AssOcitation
(ease .see aboye).1No Action- wet...required by. the Commis-,
sioner; subsequently,- DEAF, for administrative reasons; re'
scheduled the Council's review for June.1977.)

Age e
Council On Social Wok Education&COmmissien on Accredi-
tation

,. \.,
, Jyrie 46-18, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition for

accreditation, and for thee award of the preaccreditation

,302 ,_,h

status of "Candidacy, ";of master's and baccalaureate degree
`programs in social work. (Recognition is continued for a
period of four years. At the end of one year, the Commission
will 'be expected to . submit a report to the AdViory
Committee demonstrating progress toward achieving satisfac-
tory comp) once with criteria (b)(2),(ii)(C) (currentstatus),
and (b)-(10) (accurate reference), of the Criteria for Retogni-
tion. During its meeting, the Committee heard an oral
presentation by representatives of,the Commission.

Engineers' Council for Professional Developinent

September 21 -24';1976: Petition for ren al of recoghitian for
,accreditaign of graduate .programs leading to advanced entry
into the engineering profession. Recognition of ,the Council is
continued for a period of two years. Continuation of recognition
beyond two years will depend, among other factors, upon the
results of the six-year experiment and study of t 's level of ac-
creditation .scheduled to be completed by ECPD, nd upon the
capability of ECPD to resolve, within its own sfruct re, issues of
conflict among its Participating Bodies and their merbbers, Ow-
ing its nieting, the. Advisory Committee revieWed,.additiorial
written:material Submitted by-the Council;by Bruno A. Boley,
Dean of Technical Institute of Northwestern University, and
Secretary to the 'Engineering Deans of the "Big' Ten" 'link
versitiei; and by Daniel C. Drucker, Dean of Engineering,
University of Illinois, and Chairman of the Engineering,
College Council; American Society for Engineering Educa-
tion. Dean Boley and Clean Driicker both opposed ECOD's
accreditationofadvancedlevel, engineering programs. The
Advisory Committee also ,heard oral presentations by the

:Courieil and by Dean BoleNj and Dean Drucker. Dean Irving
o abstained from discussion and voting on this petition.

*Oundation for Interior Design`Educatiori Research, dom-
.

mittee On Accreditation

Varch 23'-26, i976:, Petition for initial recognition for accredi-
tation of profeSsional and techniqatintirior dOSign'programs.

10
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Recognition is granted for a period of two years. The Commit-
tee on Accreditation has demonstiated compliance With the
Criteria for Recognition. The two year period of recognition will
enable the Advisory Committee to evaluate FIDER's full imple-
mentation of its evaluative procedures after a two-year period.
During its meeting, the Advisory Committee heard an oral pres-
entation by representatives of the Committee on Accreditation.

National Association of Schools and Colleges.

December 8-10, 1976: Petition for initial recognition for ac-
creditation of programs, schools and colleges ;lithe area ofnon-
traditional or alternative, education. Recognition is denied. The
Association has failed to demonstrate satisfactory compliance
with a substantial number of the Criteria for Recognition. These
are (a)(1)(i) and (iiriscope of operations);-(a)(2)(i), (ii) and (iv)
(organization); (a)(3)(i) (procedures); (b )(1)( ) (definition of.pu r-
pose); (b)(2)(i), (ii A-C), (iii) and (iv).(responsiVeness to the public);
(b)(3)(v) and (viii)(A) (due process); (b)(4) (ethic.a [practices); (bX5)
(program of evaluation)); (b)(6) (output evaluation); (c)(1), (2), (3)
and (4) (reliability); and (d)(1) (autonomy). The Committee and
the Commissioner further suggest that the Associationcan best
achieve compliance through a basic change in its evaluative ap-
proachnamely, the evaluation of institutions on the basis of
'current programs, resources and objectives, rather than on
future promise. During its meeting, the Achiisory Committee
heard an oral presentation by, representatives of the-Associa-
tion.

National Association of Schools of Art, Commission on Ac-
breditation and Membership

.

, .

March 23-26, 1916: Petition for renewal of recognition for ac-
creditation, and for the award of the preaccreditation status of
"Candidacy. Status," of professional art schools and programs.
Recognition is,continued fordperiod of four years. The Commis '
sion has demonstrated satisfactory compile nce with the Criteria

,

for Recognition. At the earl of one year, the Commission will be
xpected to submit to the Advisory Committee a report on action. ,

ken, it any, regarding the incilision of proprietary schools of
a in the universe of schools and programs which it accredits,'
a d on the results of the Commission's exploration into the de-
ve oprizent of a monitoring system which would ensure a review
of chools' and programs at intervals more frequent than the
current ten-year cycle of reevaluations. During its meeting, the
Committee heard an oral presentation by representatives of the
Commission.

National Aisociation of Schools of Music

June 16-18, 1976: Petition for extension of scope of recogni-
tion to Mc/tide accreditation of non-degfePgrantMg secondary
and postsecondary institutions offering music ,education. Ex-
tension of scope of recognition is granted untilSeptember 1977,
when this activity can be reviewed in conjunction with the re-
view of the Association's 'other, accrediting activities: During
its meeting, the Advigory Committed heard an oral presentation
by representatives of the Associatiorl..

National Council for Accreditation of Teacher Educaticuli

March 23-26, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition for ac-'
creditation ot baccalaureate and graduate\ciegree programs for

,,teacher education. Recognition is continued for a period of
three _years. The Council has demonstrated satisfactory corn-

, pliance with mast of the Criteria for Recognition: At the end of
one year, the Council will be expected to submit to the Advisory
Committee a report demonstrating progrest toward satisfactory
'compliance with the following criteria: (bX2)(i) (public repre-
sentatives); (13)(2)(iv) (complaint review procedures), particu-
larly, _implementation of%lich procedures; and.(b)(9) (regular
reevaluations). During its meeting, the Committee heardan oral
presentation by representatives of the Council.

0
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< National Home Study Council, Accrediting Commission tion and preactredita
, setts, New Hampshire

1. March 23-26, 1976: Petition fob renewal of recognition for "*.1,4's an assoctatiortis grant
accreditatiO n of private hothe study schools. Recognition is p.en- '.40 continued recognition of ih

1

tix ,

n in Connecticut, Maine, Massacho-
hodelsland and Vermont. Recognition

dfor a period of four years,,including
reaccreditalion categories uti I iied

by each of the four Commis ions of the Association. Several
questionS are raised regarding the Association's,. or its Cor9-
missiong',`Oompliance with the Criteria for Recognition. Be-
ciause it, is apparent that :certain of these questions resulted
from misunderstandings Concerning interpretation of the Cri;
teria, the DEAE stais directed to review these questions with
officials'of the Association and to provide 4 report to the Com-
mittee no later than the December 1976 Advisory'Commit
tee meeting. Issues which should be explored relate to the
following: (1) for the Association as a whole-criteria
(b)(2)(ii)(D) ,(names-of DersRpoel.) and (b)(5) (validity of.
standards); (2) for the Cornmitiion on Institutions of tligheE
Education-criterion (b)(1q) (*Written statements reqiiiring
institutions to specify the levels- forwhich they have been
accredited); (3) for the _Commission on Public Schools-
criteria (b)(2),(iii)- (notice of standards revision) and (c)(4).
(reflects community of interests); and, (4) for the Commis-
sion ,on Vocational, Technical, Career Institutions - criteria
(b)(2)(iii) (notice of standards revision), (b)(7) (encourage's'
innovation), (3), (10) (accurate reference) and (c)(4) (retledis-
cornmunity Qf interests).

The Association is compiechtled2for itspioneering efforts in the
continuing evolUtion of the accrediting procesS. Because of
Staffing; and scheduling problems, the Division of Eligibility and
Agency _Evaluation ;delayed its report until the June. 15,17,
4 A77; Advisory ComMittee meeting. .

tinued for a period.of three years. The Accrediting Commission .

has demonstrated satisfactory compliance with Most of the Cri-
teria for Recognition, However, the Committee remains con-
cerned about theCommission's compliance with severaiof the
criteria. Thatefore, at the March 197Z meeting, the Commission
will be expected to submit to the Committee a report Concerning
furthei% progress in:11)developing a reviseeGuide to Self-
Evaluation.(criterion (a)(3)(iii)self-analysis); (2) providing addi-'
tionarinformation about the relationship of output evaluation
to:determinations of accredited status (criterion (bX6)output*
evaluation); and'(3) attention to the matters of school sales per-
sonnel and evaluation of outputs. The CoMmission'alsO is re-
quested to give:maximum-attention to ethical-practiCes in hdthe
study-education, and to include in its March 1977 report infor-
mation regarding the number of persons participating, in home
study education andthe impact of home stud_ y education upon
its Participants:

. v.
2. March 23-26; 1976: Petition for extension of sC-opeof recog-
nitidn to include -accreditation Of non-private homp study
schools: Extension of scope of recognition is .grarited. Thee.
A-gcrediting Comnpsion has demonstrated that its accredit-
ing activities in this area are conducted in compliance with
the Criteria foe Recognition. The Commission's scope. of
recognition now is defined as ".accreditatioh of hopie study
,schools.." . .

..-._ . .

During thiS 'Meeting, the Advisory Comthittee heard-an drat._
presentation by representatives of the AcCrediting Comniissidri. ...

, e
Preaccreditation categories for Which recognition is continued

. .

/:New England Association of Schools and Colleges ---:-.-
r
- are: .. '''' .

.!
. . ,

June. 16-18, 1976: Petition for recognition ,as b nationally-
recognized accrediting association for institt; ftbridraccredita-

.t .". ,
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Comnils n on Independent Schools: f Tecognitiory of Candi-
dacy f Accreditation
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Commission on Institutions of Higher Education: Candidate:fin
- Accreditation

Commission do Public Schools: Recognition of C4lididacy fort
Accreditation

Commission on Vocationar,"Technical, Ca-ree Ins
Candidate for Accreditation, Candidacy for Accreditatt

During its meeting, the Advisory Committee heard an oral
presentation by representatives of the Association. E ept to

,) answer:other Committee members' questionsr.Mr. Wil who
was 14esident of the Associatio'n when it 4/as rear nized,

.Ak

abstained from discussion and voting onthis petition.

Now York State Board of Regents ,)

September,21-24, 1976: Interim report, The report is accepted.
-The Board of Regents has responded satisfactorily to the
Comnissioner of Education's letter of April 24,1975. During its
meeting, the Advisory Committee heard an oral presentation by
representatives of the, Board.

North -Central Association of Collriges and Schools, 'Com- ,

mission' on Schooli
.

'ts
1. September 21-24, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition
for institutional accreditation of secondary schools in Arizona;
Arkansas, Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan,
Minneso a, Missouri, Nebraska, 'New Mexico, North Dakota,
Ohio, 0 lahpma, South Dakota,West Virginia, Wisconsin. nd
-Wyoming Recognition is continued for period of four years. Atethe

end of two years, the Commission will be expected totubmit
to the Advisory Committee a report on action it has takerf to
address the Committee's concern for the Commission's lack of

'full compliance with criterion (c)(4) (reflects community of
interests) of the Criteria for Recognition. Regarding this issue,
the Commission appearg4o be excluding'secondary and ele-
mentary school faculty members (as opposed to administrators)
from membership on its policy and decision-making bodies.

13
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2. September 21-24, 1976: Petitio), for e#tension of scope of
recognition to include institutional accreditation of Optional and
special function (secondary level). schools, and elementary
schools, and for preaccreditation ps "Candidacy." Extension of
scope of 'recognition to include accreditation of elementary
schools, and for The award of the preaccreditation status of
Cgndidacy," r granted for a period of four years. The C,om-

mission is reque ed to address the same concern with respect
to this activity w 'ch was raised during the review of its
activities within its present scope of .recognition (please see
above). The Commissioner of Education considers the Commis- .

sion'spresent cope of recognition to include the accreditation
Of secondary dptional and special 4inction schools.

During this,netting, the .Advisory Committee reviewed addi-
. donel written material submitted by the Commission, and heard
an oral presentation by representatives of the CommissiOn. Dr.
SimpsOn abstaihed from voting on 6gth petitions, due to a
possible appearance of conflict of interest.

f

Northwest Association of Schools and Colleges, Commis-
sion on Colleges

December 8 -10, 1,976: fetition for renewal of recognitioii for
institutional accreditation and preaccreditation as "Caldidate
for Accreditation" in Alaska, Idaho, Montana, Nevada,
Utah and Washington: Rognition is continued for a period ofe,
four years. The Commission has demonstrated Satisfactory
compliance with most of the Criteria for Recognition. Regarding
those criteria ,whete concerns have been raised, the Advisory
Committee indicates satisfaction with the assurances given by
the Commission's representatives during their oral presenta-
tion on December 9. Rather than limit the Commission's term of
recognition, therefore, the Commissioner requests that a report
be submittedto the AdvisOry Committee at the end of two years
demonstrating that the Commission's assurances regarding the
following oriteria have been implemented: (aX2Xiv) (qualified

tir
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personnel), (aX3X i) (definitions/procedures), (b)(2)(i) (public rep- Western Association of Schools and Colleges' Accred.
resentatives), (b)(2)(ii)(D) (names of personnel), (b)(3)(viii) (ap- Commission for Community and Jdriior Colleges .

peals rules) and tbX5)(validity of standards). Dr. Miller abstained ,

from discuWon and voting on this petition,

Southern Association of Colleges,and Schools, Commission
on Occupational Education Institutions

0:2w /i
1. December 8-10, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition
for accreditation and for preaca reditation as '-'Candidate for
.Accreditation" of postsecondary non-collegiate, non-degred
granting institutions of occupational education in Alabama:
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Car-
olina, South Carolina, 'Tennessee, Texas and Virginia. Recogni
tion is continued for a period of foUr years. The Confmission has
demonstrated satisfactory compliance with the Criteria. for
Recognitioh. At the end of one year, -theCommission will be
expected to subMit to `the Advisory Con on the
'development of a cooperative program with other commissions
of the Southern Association to deal with shared-time area
vocational centers, which presently 'do riot' .have access to
accreditation.

2. December 8-10, 1976Petition for exteAsion of scope of
recognition to include the accreditation of proprietary institu-
tions. Extension of scope of recognition is granted for a period of

years,. While the Commission is in satisfactory vompliance
with the Criteria for'RecOgnition, the Advis,ory Committee has .

expressed concern about the impact,:olthis activity upon other
-accre agencies,operating in f' 1d-6f proprietary educe-,
don. The CommiSsiiin, therefore,. be expected, at the end of
one year, to submit to the,Advisory Committee a report on
implementation of liaison with accreditin? agencies already,
active,iwthe prOprietary vocational education field.

oralDuring this .meeting, -the Advisory Committee heard- an oral
presentation by representatives Of:the Commission.

mber 21,24, 1976: Qetition for renewatof recognition for
institutional accreditation, and preaccreditation as "Candidate
for Accreditation," of community and junior college's. in'Cali-
fornia, Hawaii, the Territory of Gitalb and such other areas in the

-Pacific Trust Territories as may -apply to it for'service. Recog-
nition is Continued for a period of four yealt. The Commission is
requeSted to review its compliance with criterion (b)(6)(validity
of standards) of the Criteria for Recdgnition, and to consider the
formalization of procedures to assess the validity and reliability
of its educational standards. During itS meeting,' the Committee
heard an oral presentation by representatives of th'e Accrediting
Commission.

,

0

Western Association of Schools and Colleges, Accrediting ._

.Commission for Senior Colleges and Universities

4

-s
14.

Sdptember 21-24, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognitionlor
institutional accreditation, and pieaccreditation as "Candidate
for Accreditation," of senior colleges and universities in Cali-
fornia, Hawaii, the Territory of Guam and such other areas of the
Pacific Trust Territoiies as may apply to it for service.,Recogni-
tion is continued for a period,!of four years. The Commission's
requested,, during its next review for renewal of recognition, to
address the issue of its minimal compliance with criterion (cX4)
(reflects community of interests) of the Cr_ iteriefor Recognition'
Regarding this criterion, the imbalance' between faculty and
adminiStration membership on the Commission_ appears' to be
inconsistent with the Commission'S -oWn policy. statement
regarding its compOsition. During its,Theeting, the Advisory
Committee heard an oral Presentation by representatives of the
Accrediting Commission:

39
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. 'B: State Agencies Recognized for the Approval of Public
Postsecondary VocatiOnal Education rt

Arkansas State Board for Vdcational Education

December8-10,.1976: Interim Report. The report is accepted.
The Board has responded satisfadtOrily to previous concerns.
During its meeting, the ComMittee reviewed additional written
material submitted by'the Board., and heard an oral presentation
by representatives of the Board.

. ,

Florida State Board of Education

March 23-26, 1976: Withdrawal from Commissioner'sList of
Recognized Staje.Aegencies. In 1975; the Bobrd notified. the
Committee and the Commissioner 'of itt intention not to apply
for renewed recognition when its term expired in March 1975.
The goaRI, therefore, is removed from list. No actionwas,
required by the Committee. rr

Indiana State Board .of Vocational and Technical Educatibm

,

Septernber-21-24; 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition.
Recogrlition is continued for a period of twdYears,At the end of one
year, the Board will be expected to submit to the Advisory COm-
mittee a report demonstrating progress -toward establishing
satisfactory compliance with the following Criteria for Recogni-
tiail' (bX1Xiv) (output assessment); (b)(1)(vii) (review'rbtstand-
ards), specifiCally, review of standards, policies aridprbcedures',.
which.provide comprehensive institutional coveragenecessary
fairistifutional,evaluation?0X1Xix) (review of complaint's); and
c(c)(i) (statement of ethical practices)and(ii)(rayiewproCedures),
spec4011Y, the establishment of written procedures for these

~-criteria. During its meeting, the Committee heard J' ri oral
presentation by repreSentatives of the Board.

0

O .

Iowa State Board of Public Instruction
.

'March 23- 26,1076:. Petition for renewal of recognition. Rec
nition is contkriued for a perin.of Jour ye0s. The Boar
demonstratec4 satisfactory compliance with the Cri is fo
RecbgnitiOn..Shortly after July 1,1.976, the Board isexpected
submit td-the:Advisory Committee a report demonstrat g
satisfactory implementation of its-newly adopted institUti al'
self- assessment, procedures.. (Subsequently, the DiVisio of
Eligibility and Agency Evaluation postponed review of the report
until June 19177. The postponement was the result of sdhadul-
ing difficulties.) ' -

.

Kansas State Board.of Education

June 16-18, 1976: interim report. The report is accepted. The
BOard has responded satisfactorily to previous Concerns.

4'10

*entucky-State Board of Education

September 21-24, 1976: Petition. for renewal of recognitign.
Recognition is continued for a period of three years. At the end
of one year, the Board witt be expeCted to submit to the Advisory.
CoMmittee a report addreSsing the following concerns: the
breadth of composition of membership on visiting evaluation
teamscriterion (a)(3)(ii)(B) (onsite examinations and report) of
the Criteria for Recognition; progr.ess toward inclusion of
student representatives; on the State AdvisOry Council on
Vocational Educationcriterionlb)(1)(i) (advisory body); and
evidence that theBoard prodotesaAvell-defined set of ethical
`standards governirigtranseriptscriterion (c)(i) (statement of
ethical .practices). In addressing the issue ofttomposition of
membership on site visit teams,; the. Board is expected to
'explore the feasibility of including emploors and representa-
tives of industry. During its meeting, the Commiftee-heard
an oral 'presentation by representatives of the Eioard. .

,
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Minnesota State Board for Vc4ional-Technioal Education

March 23-26,1976: Petition for renewal of recognition. Recog-
nition is continued for a period' of Three years. The Board has
demonstrated satisfactory complianCe with most of the Criteria
for ReCognition. At the end of one year, the Board is expected to
submit to the Advisory, Committee a report dem6nstrating how it
plans "to. implement procedures for a comprehensive 'self=
evaluation (criterion (aX3)(ii)(A)qualitative asiessment); and
demonstrating hoviit compiles a composite report of finding of
thp on-site review team (criterion (b)(2)(ii)written report
fUrnished). Durjng its melting, the Committee heard an oral
presentation by representatives :of'the Board. .

Missouri State Board of Education,

March 23- ?6,1976: Petition for renewal f recognition. Recog-
nition iapontinued for a period of three' years. The Board has
demonstrated satisfactory compliance with the Criteria for
Recognition.-The limitation on the period of recognition to three
years is designed to place the Board in the regular cycle of
review for State Agencies recognized for the approval of public
postsecondary vocational, education. During its meeting,irie
Advisory Committee heard an oral presentatioh by representa-
tives of the Board:

New ersey State Board of Education

June 16-18, 1976: Petition for initial recognition. Recognition
is granted for a period of two years. The Board has demonstrated
potential compliance with the Criteria for Recognition, but parts
of its program have not yet been i mplemented..At the end of the
two-year period, a review of the implemented accreditation
program will be conducted. During its meeting, the Committee
reviewed additional written material submitted by the Board,
and heard an oral presentation by representatives of the Board.

New York State Bomb of Regents
O

December 8-10, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition..
Recognition is continued for a period of four years. The Board'of
Regents has-demonstrated satisfactory compliance with the
Criteria for Recognition. During its meeting, the Committee
reviewed additionahwritten material submitted by the Board,
and heard an oral presentation by representatives of the Board.

Oklahoma State BoaraOf Vocational and Technical Educa-

tion
June 1, 1976: Commissioner's action regarding petition for
initiat recognition for approval of postsecondary vocatjonal
education programs And -courses offered at area vocational
technical schools which are riot offered for college Credit.
Recognition is granted fora perlod of one year. Durilig its
September 15-19, 1975, meeting, the Advisory Committee-
recommended that initial recognition be granted for aperiod of
four years, Contingent upon a favorable ruling by the Oklahoma
StateSupreme Court regarding the Board's legal authority to
conduct approval activities. On November 12,1975, the Com-
miiSioner of Education, in approving the Committee's other
recommendations from thatmeeting,,elected to delay action on
this recomrpendation until he was notified of the Court's ruling._ __

On May it, 1976, the Court resolved a jurisdictionardispute
_between the Board and the Oklahoma State Regent's for Higher
Education by ruling that the Board' is legally authorized-to
'appraVe those programs and courses described above in italics.
On June 1, 1976, the Commissioner responded to this ruling by
granting recognition to the' Boardfor approval' of programs, and
courses ,within the scope defined' by the Oklahoma "State
Supreme Court. The limitation to one year oftecognition, rather
than a full Tour years as recommended by the Advisigy Commit- .
tee, was based upon the Comeissioner's determination that
many of. the Board's policies, and procedures are still in the
developmental stage, and that their. Implementatiop should be
reviewed before full term of recognition can beconsidered.
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. 4 2
1



Oklahoma State Regents for Hiej tier Education

September 21-24, 1976: Petition for initial recognition for
approval of vocational education programs for which credit'
earned is applied toward a degree, diploma, or other post
secpndary academic or collegiate award, or which are 9iVen at
State Institutions comprising thenOklatwnja State System of
Higher Education. Recognition is granted for a period of ,one
year. The action is based upon the Regents' demonstration of
satisfactory or potential compliance with the Criteria for Recog-
nition: Should,the Regents present a petition forfrenewal of
recognitiora.at the end of one year, they will be expected to direct
attention to areas of the Criteria with which satisfactory

. compliance has not been demonstrated, or for which insuf-
fici t information was provided for a complete evaluation.
These riteria (a)(1)(iii) (differentiation procedures); (bX2Xi)

,,(on-sit visit discussions); (bX2Xvi) (contirrs approval status),
specifically, demonstration chat the Regents' procedures pro-
vide for, continuation of apProvafrof status pending the disposi-
tion of an appeal; and (bX2)(yii) (report, of appeal body), specif-
ically, demonstration that the Regents' procedures providefor a
written decision of the appeal body. The definition of the
Regents: scope of approval activities is based upon an Okla-
homa State Supreme Court ruling resolliing a jurisdictional
dispute between the Regents and theOklatioma State Board of
Vocational and Technical Education. The Commissioner of
Education currently recognizes the State Board forapprova I of
postsecondary vocational eduCation programs and courses

:offered at area vocational technical schools which are not
offered for college credit. Dr. Simpson abstained from Voting on
:this petition, due to wpotential conflict of interest.. ,

South Diikota State Board of Vocational-Technical Educa-
tion

March 23-26, 1976:, Interim report. The re
'submitte0. The report does not indicat
toward Satisfactory imPlementation of

44

procedures. Therefore, should the Board submit a petition for
renewal of recognition in March 1977, it is requested to give
special attention to the inclusion of a further analysis and
explanation of the implementation of its new evaluation pro-
cedures. (The Board subsequently notified the Division of
Eligibility and AgenCy Evaluation that it does not intend to apply
for continued recogniti6n in March'1977.)

Utah State Board for Vocational Education
, s

June 16-18, 1976: Pkition for initial recognitionflieCodnition
is granted for a period otwo years. At the end of one year, the
Board will be expected to demonstrate progress-toward satis-
factory compliance with criteria (a)(3)(ii)(A) (qualitative assess-
ment), (b)(1)(ii) (advisory body), (b)(1 )(vii) (impartiality), (bX1XiX)
(review of complaintl) and (c)(1). (statement of ethical
practices), of the Criteria for Recognition; and,to demon-
strate satisfactory implementation' of its approval plan.
During its meeting, the Committee heard an, oral presentki,
tion by representatives of ihe Board.

C. State Agencies Recognized for the Approval of Nurse
Education

Montana State Board of Nursing

rt is accepted as
continued _progress

the Board's approval

17
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December 8-10, 1976: Interim repor0The report is accepted.
The Board has responded satisfactorily to previous concerns.
During its meeting, thaAdvisory Committa heal-d a presenta- -

tion by representative of the Board.
.

D. Request for the Award of Eligibility Status for Federal
Funding Programs Based upon a Determination of Satis-
factory Assurance that an Institution Will Meet Accrediting
Standards within a Reasonable Period of Time, Pursuant to
the Higher 'Education Act of 1965, as AMended, Section
1201(a)(5)(A)

5
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WaYcrossJunior College, Waycross, Georgia

June 16;18, 1976: Eligibility status for Federal funding pro-
`granis'' is awieded, based upon the College's demonstration of
satisfactory avurandihat meet theaccrediting standards
of 'the Commission orbdolleges,Poutliereessociition of Col-
leges and Schools within a reasoneliie period of time.

E. flecitiest for a Determination of Reasonable Assurance
,. that ao Institution Will Meet #ccrediting Standards withip a

Stated Period Of Time, Putsuant to the Public Health Service
Act (42U.S.C. 204 )

. School of Osteopathic Medicine, College of Medicine and
Dentistry of New Jersey, Newark, New Jersey .

June.16-18, 19:76: The Surgeon General of the United States is
notified that the School of Osteopathic Medicine will meet the
accrediting standards of the nationally recogiAized accrediting
association for osteopathic medicine within the tithe period

tspecified by Section 775(b)(1X.A) of ihtiAct. This determination
is based upon consultation with representatives of the Ameri-

e can Osteopathic Association and an evaluation visit to the
school. Because of a funding deadline, the Commissioner of
Education 'acted, favorably upon this'Committee recommen-

,v,..
dation on June 25, 1976.

F. ,Requbst by the Department .of Defense for a. Recom-
mendation Concerning the Award of Degree Granting Status
to the-Community College of the Airforce-

O

46

December 8-10, 1976: Pursuant to the December 23, 1964;
Federal Policy Governing the Granting of Academic Degiees by
Federa/ Agencies and Institutions, and to cureent authorizing
legislation (subsection (c) df 10 U.S.C. 9315), the Commis-
sioner informs -the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare that the Community College of the Air Force has
met the ,criteria for the award of the Associate in Applied
Sciences Degree. This 'determination is based' upon the
recommendation of the U.S. Offite of Education Site
tleview Team Which visited the College. The Commissioner
further designates, pursuant to the 1954 Policy, theCommis-
shoo on Colleges of the Southern Aisociation of -Colleges and
Schools as the appropriate nationally recognized accrediting
agency to which the College should, arifiVor acvreditation.
During its meeting, the Advisory Committee revievied
materiak kibmitted by the College, the Report of. the Site

, Review, Team, and written 'statements. by Roger W: Heyns,
President of the American , Council on Education, and
Kenneth E. Young, President of the Council on Postsecond-
ary Accreditation. Dr.Heyns and Dr, Young both suggested
that the award of degree granting status be delayed in order
to permit further exploration of the possibility of providing,
from the private sector; all of the opportunities for expedi-
tious coyipletion of associate degree programs needed by Air

'force personnel. The CommitteeheardOral-presentations by
Dr. Young,;by S21,tieyn's, by representatives of the Commu:
nity College of the Air FOrce, .by xepeesentatives -of. the
USOE Site Review Team and by 'David Taylor; Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Manpower and Reserve Affairs.,

:
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PART II

,COMMITTEE ACTIONS ON POLICY ISSUES

During 1976, the Aciiiisory Committee on Accreditation and
Institutional Eligibility..reviewed a number of policy issues but,

'on the whole, devoted less time to policy than in previousyears.
the Committee made no formal recommendations requiring
action by the Commissioner of Education; although it idended
a number of areas needing study and clarificatiop. Beciuse of
budgetary restrictions and staffing problems, the Committee
was unable to conduct its usual policy meeting in 1976. The
Committee's unavoidable priority for completing action on the
review.of petitions by accrediting and State approval agencies
restricted the amount of time available for the review of policy.
At thesame time, the petition reviews, as usual, revealed areas
where further, review of policy would contributeto improved
consistency in Committee Actions: and would enhance the
Committee members: grasp of complex-accreditation acid eligi-
bility issues.

For, example, in December; Committee_ members identified a
need for developing a consistent policy regarding the granting
of lengthy postponements of petition reviews. During each of
their first three meetings, they cited a 'need for clarification of
the Office of E ucation's interpretation of the "public repre-
sentative" d nition in the Criteria for Recognition. In the June
and September meetings, Committee membei's expressed con-

/ cein ,aboUr the practice among some accrediting agencies of
including association membership requirements as conditions
for membership on the faculties of accredited schools. .In
addition to issues arising out of the review of petiti ns, other
developments, such as the Department of Health, ducation,
and Welfare's statutory Mandate to prodgce regul tiO0 °v.;
erning all activities which affect the. 'administra on of HEW

-programs: are expected to require review by the Advisory
Committee.. During its September meeting;th erefore, the Com-'

rnittee proposed a special policy meeting for the spring of 1977
in order to deal with the backlog of policy matters and to h&j)
familiarize new members With the issues which the Committee
faces. In its December meeting, the,Cotrimittee learned that its
original proposal to include former Committee members in this

-session might havejo be tabled dbe to the expense involved:At
that meeting, the Commiye scheduled its policy meeting for
April or MAY of 1977.

The Advisory Committee meetings in 1976,provided a forum for
discussions with , non-Federal *ups and individuals to a

_greater extent than in previous years. Thiswas accomplished in
two wayd:-; the, scheduling of special sessions during regular
Advisciry Committee, business meetings, and the increased
Propensity of third-party groups and individuals to speak on
behalf of, or in opposition to, petitions pending before the
Committee. Third party presentations, such as those regarding

,the Community College of The Air Force, the councilon Medical
Education, the American Physical ,Therapy Association and the
American Bar Association, often tende4 toitimulate discussion
vi,=issues beyond the ra'nge of their immediate impactupon the
petition under.consideration.

S

On March 23, the Committee, together With the Office'of
Education, sponsored a workshop which included repreAnta-
tives-from recognized 'accrediting and State approval agencies,
Federal and State goyerhment officials, noted 'educators and
accreditors and interested members of the general public. The
purpose of, the workihpli was to elicit comment from persons
outside the Federal government upo'n the ionOwing topics:

.0
1,1 Proposed legislative amendments relative-to accredation

and institutional eligibility;

19
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01,
2. Proposed revisions to the Criteria for Recognition of National.,

Accredit ing Agencies and,State Agencies for the Approvatof,
Public Postsecondary Vocational Education;

As*..
3. Policy considerations pertaining to the development of an

appellate procedure for hearings on adversedecisions re-
-garding recognition of accrediting and approval agencies;

4. Procedures for determination of satisfgctory assurance of'
reasonable progress toward accreditation; and

5. The American I nititiges for Research Project on consumer
protection in postsecondary education.

The workshop developed no formal-statements regarding these
-4-

issues'. HOWever, John R. Proffitt, Director of the Division of
, Eligibility.and Agency Evaluation, announced the establishment

of a 'Task Force on Futuristic USOE Criteria for Recognitia'
Members of- the Task Force are:eSamuel P. Martin#00.D.,
(Chairperson), Executive Director of the Leonard Davis Institute
in Philadelphia; Dr:Richard J. Bradley, Executive Director of the
New England Association of Schools end Colleges; Dr. Frank G.
Dickey, Exebutive Vice President of UniversitrAssociates, Inc.,
in Washington, D.C.; Mrs. Carol R. Goldherg,Vice Praidenx and
General Manager of the Boston Supermetket Division of the
Stop and Shop Companies; Dr. ThurstonE:Manning:,Director of
the Commilsion on Institutions, of Higher Education, Nortli.;
Central Association-of Colleges end Schools; Dr. Richard M.
Millard,.DirectOr of Higher Education Services, Education Com-
mission of the States; and C. H. William Ruh& M.D., Senior Vice
President for S.cientific Affairs of the Atnerican'Medical Asso-

.

..
_Following the March 23 workshop, the Committee appointed a

* subconirnittee to studythe proposed legislation and to,develop
language for consideration ai an AdvisorY Committee resolu-
tion. Members of the subcommittee werethe Honorable Lillian
W. Burke (Chairperson), Dr. Donald'R..McKinley and Ms. Vicki

50-
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Shell. Dr. John E. Barrows, Director of Instilution'al Studies at
the University of Kentucky, served as consultant to the sub-
.committee, and Mr. Ronald s. Pugsley, cting Chief of .the
Accrediting Agency Evaluation,Branch of DEAE,-proidded the
,staff support. Upon recommeneation Of th subcomrnittee, the
full Committee, on March 26, unanimously adopted a resolution
supporting the eligibility provisio s of Administration bill H.R.
11939.

During its September meeting, the Advisory 'Committee met
informally on the evening of September 22 with representatives
of the. Council On Postsecondary Accreditation (COPA). The
meeting was a culmination .of efforts byithe two bodies to
consult together on issues oi mutual concern, and contributed
greatly to a reduction of.the tension whiCh,had characterized the
current relationship. Representing COPA' were Dr. Dana B.
Ha mei, Chancellor of the Virginia Community Collegd System
and Chairman of the COPA Board;.Dr. Lloyd H. Elliott, Presid
of The George Washington University and member of the
Executive Corn rnitiee and forrivr Chaiiman of the COPA Board; :
and Dr. Kenneth E. Young, President of .COPK.'Partieipants
generally eicprbesed thewish that this ine of informal meeting
be. encouraged, and Dr. Havel issued an open invitation to
Chairperson Anne Pascesio to attend al ICOPA meetVs, sr to
sendva representative for the Advisory Committee, and Dr.
Pascesio reciprocated the invitation. '

. .

The Committee's Septernber meeting also included several
sessions designed to giye membeis a stronger baciground
for the conduct of C' ittee hilliness. On September 21,',
DEA5 conducted an orientation for newly appointed meThers to

,.the Committee. In additibn to -the new members, t sessiorr
was' attended by the ComMittee's ,new Chai

he
rperson, Anne

Pascasio,"and the Committee's new subcommittee Chairper-
sons; br. Donald R. McKinley and toirs. Emiko I. Kudo. On or
Sep,ternher 23, the Committee viewed an audio-visual presenta-
tion by Mr. John Kemp, Illinois- State Chairperson of the.
Commission on Schools pf the North Central Association of

. -,

,
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Colleges and Schools. The presentation described the Commis-
sion's training program for visitation teams. Oh September 24,
the Committee was briefed on the problems and functions of
those units in the Division of Eligibility and Agenpy Evaluation`
which are responsible for determininginstitutional eligibility for
participation' in Federal funding programs. For this session, the
Committee heard frOrl't Dr. Leslie W. Ross, Acting Chief of the
institutional Eligibility Brancjx- Mrs. Ruth W. Crowley, Chief of
the Occupational School Eligibility Section; and Mr. Joseph M.
Hardman, Chief of the C011ege Eligibility Section.

.

In' 1975, a Policy Review Subcommittee was established .to
make recommendations regarding the fOture role, organization
and procdcfures of the Advisory Coinmittee. Merobers of the
subcommittee were-Mr. Valleau Wilkie, Jr., Chairpefson, Dean
John F. X'. Irving/Dr. Anne Pascasio and James P. Steele, M.D.
During its March meeting, the Committee reviewed the Sub-,
committee's preliminary report. The report outlined a number of
recommendations regarding nomination and appointment of
Advisory Committee members; guidelines for subcommittee
appointments and the use of consultants; procedures for..the
conduct of Advisory Committee meetings; and support for the
"triad" concept of the Federal government, State agencies, an
private sector bodies participating in the areas of evaluation,
accreditation` and eligibility. The Committee took no forrrial
action on 'the report, but the Chairperson directed members to
provide additional comment& to DEAE. The report probably will
be reviewed again at the Committee's spring 1977 policy
meeting.

In June and September. the.Committee fevIewed actions by
accrediting agencies relative to Western State University Col-
lege of Law of.Orandg,county, California. In 1975, the Commit:
tee had played a role in theefforts of Western Stae ljniwerSity-to
secure dvec9ss to accreditation review. The C mmittee had
proposed policy expressing the right of institutions to have
access to,accreclitatiop. The. Committee had encouraged the

.5
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American Bar Association, tile. Accrediting Commission for
Senior Colleges and Universities of the Western-Association of
Schools and Colleges, and the Office of Education to explore all
poSsibilities regarding access to accreditation for Western State
University and similar schools. The 'Committee had suggested
thatiegislation might be needed to meet -the ligibilitV needs of
such schools. Eventually, the Accrediting Commission for

' Senior Colleges and Universities awarded the University ac-
credited status. This action,brought challenges from the Ameri-
can Bar Associaiion and the Association of American Law
Schools. While the Committee took no formal action in eittier
meeting regarding this deyelOpment, it continued to review the
matter, and questioned. officials of the affected organizations
during reviews of their petitions. (During the discuSsion of this
issue in the March meeting, Dr-T%orge L. Grassmuck, Chair-
perbon of the Committee until June-30, relinquished the Chair
in or r to particip'e more fully in the discussion. Mr. Th'grnas

' C. Iton served as Chairperson for that session.)

.

In June, the Committee unanimously,adopted is resolution
congratulating retiring Commissioner of Education T. H: Bell on
his performance in office. The Comtnittee also commended the
five retiring members (Mr. Thomas C. Bolton, Judge Lillian W
Burke, Dr. Leadie M. Clark, Dr. George L. Grassmuck and:Dr'.
Walter b. Talbot). The Committee conferred an hondrary title of
"Senior Consultant" on former Members of the Committee and

.former Commissioners of Education, and directed them to be
placed on the DEAE mailing list in order to keep them informed
about developments in.the fields to which they had contributed
so much. ,

In September, the Committee received an opinion from the
Department's Office of the General Counsel regarding a long-
standing issue: whether the Federal Aviation Administration
could qualify for recognition as a nationallyrecognized accredit-
ing agency. It was General Coun'sel's opinion that.the Office of '
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Education does not have the authoiity to recognize a Federal
agency as a nationally recognized accrediting agency. Also, in
September, the Committee revjewed and discussed implica-
tions of the California State Legislature's proposal to terminate
the accrediting activities in,California of the Western Associa-
tion' of Schools and Colleges. No action was rebuired by the
Committee.

-2

, I
o slit'

-

40.

Finally, on May 6, the *cretary of Health, Education, and .
Welfare approved a new Charter for the Committee and
extend d the existence of the Committee for two more years. -
The ne Charter contains no substantive changes from the, .

1974 C arter, but it does include the most current cost
estimates and several stylistic chahges. The Charter is included
in this report as Appendix I: ,

4
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THE SECRETA F HEALTH, EDUC"N, AND WELFARE

CHARTER.

Accreditatioli and Institutional Eligibility Advisory Committee

PURPOSE

The CommItsioner of Education is reqUired by the Veteran's
Readjustment Assistance Act. of 1952 (.L. 82;550) arib sub-
sequent legislation to pu,blish a list Of nationally recognized
accreditingegencies or associations and fo determine inttitu-
tional 'eligibility for participation of educational institutions in
Federal assistance progams b6sed on accreditation, by any
such agency or an equivalent- approval by a' committee op-

, poihted*the Comrnislioner,-Discharge of these fesponsibili_-___
ties necessitates the advice and counsel of persOns knowredge-
able in the field of institutional eligibility and accreditation.

AUTHORITY!

= Public Law 82r550 and subsequent legislation, and Section
9(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory Comm ittee Act 92-453). This
CoMmittee is gaernedty provisions of Part ID of the General
Education 'Provisions Act (P.L.'91-230 as -amended; 20 U.S.C.

433 et seq.)nd the Federal Advisory Committee Act (PA.. 92-
, 3; 5 U.S.C. Appendik I) which set forth standaCdsfor the
forthation and useof advisory committees,

FUNCTIONS .
,

The Committee 'shall be advisory to the Secretary of Health, :
;Education; and Welfare and to the Commissioner of Education
and shall perform sbecificlUnctions. as follows:' .

4

APPENDIX I

.
1. Review all current and future policies relatingiFihe re-

sponsibility of the Commissioner for the-recognition and'
designation of accrediting agencies and associations wish-
ing to be designated as nationally -recognized accrediting'
agencies and associations, and recommend desirable
Changes in criteria and procedures;

-

2. Review all current and future policies relating arthe re-
sponsibility of the Commissioner for the recognition and

-- listing of Stateagencies wishing. to be designated as relia-
ble authority as to the quality of public postsecondaryvoca-
tional education, and of nurse education, and recommend
desirable, changes-in. criteria -and procedures;

3. RevieW and advise the Commissioner of EdUc4tion in-the.
. forrhation of all current and future policy relating to the

matter of institutional. eligibility; ,

.4., Reifiew the provisionsf current legislation 'affecting Office
of Education responsibility in the area of accreditation and
*institutional 'eligibility and suggest needed bhanbeS to the -
CommisSigner Of Education;

23 -

5. Develop and recommend to,theCoinhAssioher of Educe-
tion c iteria and procedures for the' recognition and
detig titon of accrediting agencies and associations in
accOr ance with legislative provisions, Presidential direc-,
tives, or interagency agreements;

:

1
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6. Review and recommend to the Commissioner,of ducatiori
for designation as nationally recognized 'acCre tirig agen-
cies and associations of reliable authority all applicant ac-
crediting agencies and associations which meet Criteria
established under (5) above;'

7.' Develop and recommend to the Commissioner of Educatiog,
criteria aqd procedures for the recognition, designation and
listing of Slate agencies in accordance With ,statutory pro-
visions, Executive Orders,-or interagency agreements;

8. Review and recommend to the Commissioner of Education
for designation as State agencies of reliable authority as
to the quality of public posts,acondary vocational education,
and of nurse education, all applicancState agencies which
meet criteria established under (7) dbove;, ''

9. Develop, under.the authority of the Vocational Education
Act of 1963, as amended, and recommend for the approval
of the Commissioner of Education, standards and criteria
for specific categories of private vocational training ins-1Ru-
tions whibh have no alternative route by which to establish
eligibility for Federal funding programs;

**kg

10. Develop, under theouthority of the Higher Education Act
of 190, as amended, and recomMenil for the approval of
the Commissioner of Education; standards and criteria for
sPecific categories pf in§titutions of higher education-for
which there is no recognized accrediting agency or associa.
bon, in order to establish eligibility for participation in the
student loan programs authorized'by Title IV-B thereof;.r.

(
11. Maintain a continuous review of Office of Edupation admin-

istrative practice, procedures,and judgments relating to ac-
creditation and institutional eligibility and advise the Com-
missioner of needed changes; '

n

s5S

12. Keep within its purview the accreditation and approval
process as it develops in all-levels of edudation;

.

13. Advise the Commissioner Of Education concerning the rela-
-!'tions of the Office with accrediting agencies or associa-

tions', or other approval bodies as the Commissioner may
request;

14. *vise the Commissioner of Education, pursuant to the
Bureau of the Budget (Offide of Management and Budget)
policy dated December ,23, 1954, regarding the award of
degree-granting statug.i&-Federal agencies and institu-
tions;

1
i

year,15. Not later thanMarch 31 of each year, make an annual re-
port of its activities, findings and recortimandations.

r ° .

STRUCTURE

The Committee shall consist of fifteen members,lncluding the
Chairperson, who shall be invited by the-Secretary to serve
three-year terms subject to the continuation of the Committee.
The Committee shall includepersons knowledgeable of sec-
ondary and postsecondary education,. representatives of the
student/Youth ponilation, of professional associations, of State

_Departments of Education and of the general public.

Management and staff services shall be ,provided by the
Director, Accreditation and InsfitutionalEligibiliti Staff, Bureau
97 Postsecondary Education, who shall servaas OE Delegate to
the Committee.

MEETINGS

The Committee shall meet not less than twice each year at the
call of the Chairperson with the -advance approval of the
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Commissioner of Education or his designee. The Commissioner
or his designee shall approve the agenda for each meeting.
Meetings shall be open to the public except as may be
determined otherwise by the Secretary; public notice span be
made of all' committee meetings.

Meetings shall be conducted, and reports of proceedings
kept, as required by the Federal, Advisory Committee Act.
(P.L. 92-463), by 20 USC 1233e (Section '446(b) of the
General Educatibn Pro-Visions Act (P.L. 91- 230)), and by
applicable Department regulations.

,COMPENSATION
4

Members of the Committee who are not full -time employees Of
the Government shall be entitlecrto receivenornthimsatjon at a

rate of $100 per day plus per diem and 'travel expenses in
accordance with Federal Travel Regulation's.

ANNUAL. COST ESTIMATES
6 .

Estimated annual cost for operating the Committee, including
comperisation and travel expenses, !Alt excluding staff support
is $56,000. Estimate of annual person-years of staff sUp$ort
required is 3 at in annual cost of $55,000. ,,

41.

REPORTS -. -
..

,

..The' Committee shall, not later than March 31 of eacj; year,
make an annual report to the Congress which shall be submitted

.6O

1

with the Commissioner's Annual Report. The Committee's
annual report shall also be transmitted to the Secretary through
the Commissioner and the Assistant Secretary for Education.
Copies of the Annual Report shall be sent to the Department
Committee Management Officer, the Office of Education torn-
mittee Management Officer and the Office of Education Com-
mittee Delesdate. The Annual Report shall contain as a mini-
mum a list of 4nembers and their business addresses, the
Committee's functions, a list 0 'dates and places of meetings,
and a summary of -activities, findings and recommendations
during the.year:

DURATIDN,.

The Accreditation and Institutional Eligibility Advisory Com-
mittee will terminate two year's from the date of this Charter
unless extension beyond that date is requested and approved by,
the SeOretary.

25

4

APPROVED:

May 6, 1976

. Date Secretary,
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APP,ENDIX II

PART 149CRITWA FOR RECOGNITION OF NATIONAL ACCREDITING BODIES AND STATE AGENCIES

NoticeOfProposed rulemaking With
respect ., to criteria and procedures for
recognition of Nationally Recognized Ac-
crediting Agencies and Associations as
reliable authorities concerning the Qual-
ity of education or training offered by 1. Section' 1411 ScopeComment. A**
educational institutions of programs was commenter suggested addition of a policy
published in the FEDERAL REartria .on declarMion regarding support by the t.

March 1. 1974 (39 FR 7946). Interested', Office of Education of voluntary accredi-
persons were given 30 days in which to tation. The same Commenter suggested
submit written comments, suggestions, addition of a policy-statement regarding
or objections regaxdingo the. proposed .- State and local control over education. .

rul'The notigc'e of proposed rulemaking direct! °aianse.irectl e to regulations such as
Hey declarations are not

indicated that the effectiveness of these are set torch in the ProPbsed revised
criteria will be 'closely monitored d g Criteria. The Office still adheres to the
the first year of their implenienta ion., policy regarding support of voluntary ac-
Thema/ten no later than' June 1975, the ".' creditation, however. The statement re-
Commissioner of Education intends to.. Warding State and local control over edu-
propose such further revisions of tkde cation is not relevant to the criteria in-
criteria as are appfopriate in light of this -'ssmuch as,,,,theiA criteria pertain" only to
review and other ongoing stales and re- accreditinkbodies and not, to educational
Ports dealing with accreditation and in- . institutions. --.:.

stitutional eligibility. Se/tion 149,2 Definitions--bom
Notice of proposed rulemaking with meet. A' commenter suggested substitu-

respect to criteria and procedures for don of the word !'educational" in place .
recognition of State Postsecondary , of "public" with reference to accredits-
Vocational Education Agencies for ac- tion.

cies and Associations. ,Alter a simmary
of eichc-Omnielit,, response it set forth
stating the reasons- why no change it.
deemed necessary prior to field testing
the criteria.

creditation of public, postseCondary Response. Despite the fact that ac-
vocational' institutions or.. prograras was creditation is cOndffeted by private or-
published in -the FEDERAL REdISTER on ganizations, it lean activity which serves
November 36; <36 FR 33089). Inter- "the public. '
ested parties were given 30 dais in which '3. Section 149.57iiitial,iecognition;. ve-
to submit written comments, sugges- newal of recognitionComments. Two .
tiOna, or objections regarding the pro- commenter! suggested changing the re-

ceived ,with respect to the criteria for Resionse.; ComMents received during
the period of drafting the criteria recom-n

posed ride/flaking No comments were re..- vievw,cle from four to, five, or six

recognition of State posts
tional education agencies.,

A. Summary of Commen
Education Response.Th6 folio

years.

were received regarding three subsec-
tions of 149.6%). The comments and re-
sponsetiollow:

Comment. One commenter sought de-
letion of the requirement to include on
visiting teams at least one person who
Is not -a member of the agency's policy,
or decision-making body or its adminis-
trative staff. .

Response. This Provisioniatetained in
order to protect against conflict of inter-,
est situations, where policy, consulting,
and decision- making --functions are
placed in the hands of a small group of
individuals. It does not refer to the use
of "lay" persons on visiting teams, but
rather competent, knowledgeable, peers
who are not themselves directly involved
in the final decision rendered ty the ac-
crediting bogy.

, Comment. A commenter suggested ad-
a.cdit.icredon

accrediting
reqagenuireamsetarnt .for self-study by

Response. In, the Judgment of the Of-
fice of Education, agency self-study is
clearly ,implicit in the proceis.a preP4r-
Ina petition for recognition or refidifal
of recognition. .

Comment. A commenter skid that
there was need for increased specificity
regarding the self-analysis tequirelnent.

Response. Atierediting agencies re-
viewed., byhe Office cover the increas-
ingly bro spectrum of .postiellederY.
education. This criteria therefore -

touches only upon what the Office has"
determined from experience to be the
essentials of the-Process. Variations in
the self - analysis process, such as the in-
chision- of quantitative material and co-
operation with Other agencies, are left up
to individual' accrediting agencies.

-5. Section 149:6(b) Responsibility
Comments. Several comments were re= ,
ceived regarding various subsections of

mended review periods ranging from two
to ten years. In 'View of a lack ofoon-
sen,suson this matter, the U.S. Coniinis-

ffice of stoner of Educations -Advisory Commit-
com- tee on -Accreditation -and Institutional

menu were received by the Office of Edu- Eligibility recommended continuation of
cation regarding the propoted- criteria the four-year` cycle at this time,
and Procedures for recognition-% o 4. Section:,,.149.6 (a) Functional as-
tionally Rev:, d ACCreditiner AmectS--Comments. Specifiq comments

62
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149.6(b) The comments and responses

ryfollow:
Comment. Two commenters asked for

the deletion of the requirement regard-
ing inclusion of public representatives 4
the accreditation process.

Response. This provision is retained
because, in protectinand advancing the
interest' of quality education, institu-
tional and program 'accrediting serve the
public interest. There is no reason to fear

. that by adding a more generalized point
' of reference:l'ithe accreditation proces

would be made any less insightful. e
public component is a complement he
essential professional judgments m e in
the accreditatiqn review, not ,a. lace-
ment for them.

Comment. Two nommen suggested
deletion of the requirement that the cur-
rent accreditation status and the date of
next renew be published.

Resp&ise. Inasmuch as accreditation
serves a public function, the public, pro-
spective students; and employers shofild
be apprised of all institutions which have
less than "fully approved"status.

Comment. One commenter suggested
revision of the requirenient regarding op-
portunity to comment on revised accredi-
tation standards to provide for such ac-
tivity, to take place through "Member in-.stitutions." .

Response. Accreditation affects other
elements of society than educational ilia'
stitutions: Commbnte from these other
elements should flow directly to the ac-
crediting agency without ,running the
risk of dilution or misinterpretation by,
educational ,institutions. -

Comment. One commenter called for
the deletion of the provision for evaln--
ations, other. than initial ones, to be cor-
ned out without the invitation of the ex-
ecutive officer of the institution.'

Response.- This provision is retained
because it permits accrediting, agencies

inv stigate possible violations of their
s ar in a timely and effective
manner.

CoAment. One commenter suggested
deletion of the requirement for foster-

:S7

6/1'i

6

ing of 'ethical practices, such as nondis-
crimination and fair tuition refunds. 4

Response. Since the functions of ac-
crediting agencies affect the public, the
agencies should demonstrate responsibil-
ity in such areas as discrimination and
financial responsibility.

Comment. One commenter suggested
the addition of a requirement that sc.-
crediting agencies urnish the institution
a list of proposed visiting team members
and afford the institution the right to

cept or reject an individual as a pro=
posed examiner.

,Response. This tiggestion appears.to
have reasonable validity, and currently
a number 'of accrediting agencies have
such a policy. The Oflice wishes to con-
sider further whether or not to add this
requirement to, the criteria.

After consideration of the above com-
ments, Part 149 of Title 45 of the Code
of Federal Regulations is amended to
read as set forth below.

Elective date. Pursuant to section 431
(b) of the General Provisions Act (20

1232(b) ) , these' regulations be-,,
come effective August 20, 1974.

Dated: Auguit 15,- 1974.
T. H. Buz.,

U.S. Commissioner of *Education.
Approved: August 16, 1974.

Casnat W. WEINEERGER,
Secretary of Health, Eclicatianv

and Welfare.
-

PART 149COMMISSIONER'S RECOGNI-
TIO,N PROCEDURES FOR NATIONAL
ACCREDITING BODIES. AND STATE
AGENCIES

Subpart ACriteria for Nationally R:cegnized
Accrediting Agencies and Associations

Sec. '
149.1 Scope. .
149.2 Definitions.
149.3 Publication of list.
149.4 Inclusion on
149.5 Initial recognition; renewal of recogni-

tion..
449.6 Criteria.

1

Atrrnoarrr; (20 H.S.C. 403(b), 1085(b),
1141(a), 1248(11) ); (42 17.S.C. 293a(b), 296f-
3(b), 295h-4(1) (D), 298b(f) ); (8 U.S.C.
1101(a) (15) (P)); (12 U.S.C. 1749c(b)); (38
U.S.C. 1775(a) ).

Subpart SCriterirrlor State Agencies
Sec.
149.20 Scope.
149.21 Publication of list,
149.22 Inclusion on list.
149.23 Initial recognition; reevaluation.
149.24 Criteria.

Aurnoirrr: sec. 438(b) of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1985, Pub. L. 89-329 as amended
by Pub. L. 92-318, 86 Stat. 235, 284 (20 U.S.C.

. 1087-1(b)):
Subpart ACriteria for Nationally /

nized Accrediting Agencies and Associa-
tions

§ 149.1 Scope.
Accreditation " of institutions or pro-

grams of institutions by agencies or asso-
ciationsnationally recognized by the U.S.
Conungsioner of Education is a prereq-
iusite-to the eligibility for Federal finan-
cial assistance of institutions and of the
students attending such institutions un-
der it wide variety of feiltraly supported
programs. The recognition of such agen-
cies is reflected in lists published by, the
commissioner in the, FEDERAL Racism.
Inclusion on such list is dependent upon
the Coramissioner'slipciing that any such
recognized agency or association is-rella-
ble authority as to the quality of train-
ing offered. The Commissioner's recogni-
tion is granted and the agency or asso-
elation is included on the list only when
it meets the criteria established by the
Commissioner and.set forth In 4 149.6 of
this part.
§ 149.2 Definition'

"Accrediting"' means the process
whereby an agency or association grants
public_ 'recognition 'to a school, institutemt
college, universitIf, or specialited pro-
gram of study ,which-'meets certain a-

1 "tablished qualifications.
standards, as determined thro 'initial
anft 'periodic evaluations. The sential
purpose of the accreditation process is to
provide a professional jtidgmentas to the
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quality of the educational institution, or
Program(s) offered,. and to encourage
continual' improvement thereof;

"Adverse accrediting action" means
denial of accreditation or preaccredita-
tion status, or the withdrawal of ac-
creditation or Preaccreditation status;

"Agency or association" means a cor-,
nbration, association, or other legal en=
tity or unit thereof which has the prin-:
cipal responsibility for carrying out the
accrediting function;

"Institutional accreditation" applies
to-the total institution and signifies that
the institution as a whole is achieving its
educational objectives satisfactorily;

"Regional" means the conduct of in-
donei accreditation in three or more

Sta. ;
"R presentatives of the public" means

representatives who are laymen in the
sense that,they are not educators in, or
members othe profession for which the
students are being prepared, nor in any
way are directly related to the institu-
tions or programs being evaluated;

"States". includes the District of
Columbia and territories and possessions
of the United States. .

(20 17.p.q. 1141 (a ) )

§ 149.3 Publication of line
Periodically the *Ti.S. Coramissionersof

Education will publish a liseethe
ELM Rios= of the accrediting agen-
cies and associations, which he deter- .
mines to be reliable autlicirities as to
the quality of training offered by edu-
cational institutions or programs, either
in a_geographical area or in a special-
tied field. The general scope of the

- recognition granted to each of the listed
aceredititig bodies will also be listed.
(20 U.S.C. 1.141(4))

§ 149.4 Inclusion on list. - '
Any accrediting agency or association

which desires to be listed by the Comr
-missioper as meting the criteria Set
'forth in § 149.6 should aply in writing ,
to the Direc , Accreditation and 41-
stitutional Ell bility Stiff, Buried of
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Postsecondary Education, Office of Edu-
cation, Washington, D.C. 20202.

§ 149.51 Initial recognition, and renewal

For
irir

recognitioniand for re-
newal of recognition, the accrediting
agenty or association will furnish in-
formation estabiishihit its compliance
, with the criteria set forth in § 149.6.
This inforMation may be supplemented
by personal interviews or by review of
the agency's facilities; records, person-
nel qualifications, azTaudraini.strative
management. Each agency listed will be
zeevabiated by the Commissioner at his
discretion, Wit at least once every four
years. No advettse decision will become .
final without affording bpportunitsy for
a hearing.

(b) In view of the criteria set forth
in § 149.6, it Ls unlikely that more than
one association or agency will qualify
for recognition (1) in a defined geo-
graphical* area of jurisdictiOn Cr (2) in
a defined field of program specialization
within, secondary or ,p0stsecondary edu-
cation. If two or more separate orga-
nizations in a defined field do seek recog-
nition, they twat both be expected to
demonstrate need for their activities and
show that,they.collaborate closely so that
their .acCteciiting activities -tio not un-
duly- disrupt the, affected institution or
prOgram.
1201:7..§.C. 1141(a))

§ 149.6 Criteria. .
In requesting designation by the U.S.

Co toter of Education as a na-
tiona recoplzedJaccrediting agency
or associatiqn, en accrediting agency or

(association must show:
(a) Functional aspects. Its functional,

aspects will be demonstrated by;
(1) Its scope of operations:
0) The agency or association na-

floral or regional in its scope of
operations. s...

(ii) The ag)stcy or association clearly
defines in its charter, by-laws or ac-
crediting standards. the scone of 'its"

O
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activities, , including the geographical
area and the types, and levels of institu-
tions or programs covered.

(2) Its organization:
. (1) The agency or association has the
administrative personnel and proce-
dures to carry out its operations in a
timely and effective manner.

(ii) The agency or association defines
its fiscal needs, manages its expendi-
tures, and has adequate financial re-
sources to" carry out its operations, ,as
shown by an externally audited financial
statement.

(iii) The agency's or association's fees,
if any, for the accreditation process do
not exceed the reasonable cost of sus-
taining and improving the process,
is.(iv) The agency or association uses
competent and knowledgeable kons,
qualified by experienCe and trarsg, and
selects such persons in accordance with
nondiscriminatory practices: (A) to par-
ticipate on visiting evaluation teams: 41°
(B) to engage in comultative services for
the evaluation and accreditation process;
and (C) to serve on policy and decision-
making bodies.

(v) The agency of assbciatioinclude:s
on each visiting evaluation team at least ,

one person who is 'not a taemberof Its
pblicy or decision-making body or-its ad-
ministrative staffs

(3) 'Its procediiree:
(1) The agency or association main=

, tains clear definitions of a level of
accreditation status and clearly
written-procedures for granting, denying,
reaffirming, revoking, and reinstating
such accredited statuses.

(11) Thigagency or association, if it--
hai .eMPed a preaccreditation status,
provides for the application of criteria
and procedures that are related- In an

antoronriate. manner to those employed
for accreditation.

(111) The agency or association re-
./ quires, as an integral part of its acerediV

ding Process, institutional or program
self-analysis and an list-site 1-eviewly a
visiting team.

.

I
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(A) -.The self-analysis shall be a quali-
tative assessment of the strengths and
limitations of the institution, or program,
including the achievement of institu-
tional or program objectives, and should
involve -4. representative portion- of the
institution's administrative staff, teach-
ing faculty, students, governing body,
and other appropriate constituencies.

(B) The agency or association pro-,
vides written and consultative guidance
to the institution or program and to the
vatting team.

(b) Responsilglity. Its responsibility
will be demonstrated ,by the way in
:which -

(1) Its accreditation in the field is
which it operates serves clearly identified
needs, as follows: ." .

(1) The agency's or association's ac-*
creditation. program takes into account
the rights, responsibilities, and interests'
of students, the general public, the aca-
demic, professional, or oecupational fields
invo andinstitutions.

(ii) e agency's or association's pur-
poses and objectives are clearly defined
1w its charter, y-laws, or accrediting
standards,

(2) It is respthisive to the public in-.
terest, iu that:

(I) The agency or association includes
reptesentatives of the ublic in its policy
and decision-making bodies, or in an
advisory or consultative capacity thit
assures attention by the policy and de-
cision-making bodies.

(ii) The agency or association pub-
fishes or otherwise makes publicly avail,-
able:

(A) The standards by which Institu-
tions or programs are evaluated;

,(B) The procedures.utilized in arriv-
ing at decisions regarding the accredita-
tiontion status of an institution or program;

(C) The current accreditation status
of institutions or programs and the date
of the next currently scheduled review
or reconsideration of accreditation ;,

(D) The names and affiliations of
meinberi of its policy and .deCision.

maldng bodies, and the name(s) of its
prtficipal administrative personnel:

(E) A description of the 'ownership,
control and type of legal organization of
the agency or association.

(111) The agency or association pro-
.01 vides advance notice of proposed or re-

viled standards to all persons, institta;
tions, and organizations significantly af-
fected by its accrediting process, and
provides such persons, institutions and
Organized adequate opportunity to
comment such standards prior to their
adoptibn. .

'(iv) The agency or association has
Written procedures for the rev14w of com-
plaints pertaining to institutional or pro-
gram quality, as -these relate to the

' agency's standards, and demonstrates
that such Procedures are adequate to
Provide timely, treatradnt of such com-
plaints in a manner that is fair and
equitable to the complainant and to the-.
institution or program.

(2') It assures due process in its ac-
crediting procedures, as demonstrated in
part by:

Affording initial evaltiailon of the..
institutions or programs only when ,the
chief executive officer of the institution.
applies. for ,,accreclitation of the institu-
tion or any of its programs; )

(ii) Providing for adequate discussion
. during an on-site visit between' the visit:

ing team and thlifaculty, administrative
-staffostudents, and ,ether appropriate

(iii) Furnishinia.s a result of ari eval-
uation Visit, a wriottenteportqo the in-
stitution or program commenting on
areas of strengths, areas needing im*
provenient and, when epOopriate, sulk;
gesting means of 'improvement and' in-
eluding specific areas. 11 any, 'where the-
institution or program . may. net be in
ceropliance with the agency's standards;

(iv) Providing the chief ,e;tecutive of-
ficer of the institution or program with
an opportunity to.comments upon the
written report and 1 9 file-'supplemental

. 'materials pertinent to the facts and con-
clusions in the written report of tho e visit-

29

tealm before the accrediting ageney
or association take:, action on the report;

(v) 'Evaluating, 'when appropriate, the
. report Of the visiting team in the pres-

ence of a member of the team, prefer-'
ably the chairman;

(vi) PrOviding for thecithdrawal
.

ot
accreditation only for cause, alter re-
view, or wlien'the institution or program
does not permit reevaluation, after due
notice;

- (vii) Providing the chief executive of-
ficer of the institution with a specific
statement of reasons for any adversj ac-
crediting action, and notice of the right
to appeal such action;

( viii) Establishing and implementing
Published 'rules of procedure regarding
appeals which will, provide for: ".

. (A) No change in- the. accreditation
,status of the. institution or program
pending disposition, of an appeal;

(B) Right to a hearing before-the ap-
peal body;

(C) Supplying the chief executive of-
ficer of the institution with a written de-
cision of the appeal body, including a
statement of specifics. 4 )'

(4) It has demonstrated capability and
willingness to foster ethical practices
among the institutions or programs
which it" accredits, including equitable
student tuition refunds and nondiscrim-.

. inatory practices in admissions and em-
pigment.

(5) It maintains a program of evalua-
tion of its educational standardi designed
to assess their validity and reliability.

(6) It secures 'sullicient qualitative the
formation regarding the institution or
program which shows an ,on -going pro-
gram evaluation of outputs consistent

-$ with the educational goals of the institu-
tion or program.

(7) It encourages experimental knd in-
novative programs to the extent that
these are conceived-and implemented in
a manner which ensures the quality and
integrity of the institution oi program.

(8), it accredits only, those institutions
or programs which meet its published, .
standards/. and demonstrates 'that' its, .

it
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standards, policies, and prodedures , are
fairly applied and that its evaluations
are conducted and decisions rendered ,

' under conditions that assure an impar-
tial and objective Judgment.

(9) It reevaluates at reasonable inter-
vals institutions or programs which it has
accredited. .

(10) It requires that any reference to
Its accreditation °tar-credited- institu-,
tions and programs clearly specifies the
areas and levels for which accreditation
has been ,received.

(0) Retiability. Its reliability is demon-
strated by

.4 4

6

(1) Acceptance throughout the United
States of its rblicies, evaluation methods,
and decisions by educators, educational
institutions, licensing bodies, Practitipn-
ego, and emploYers;

(2) Regular review of its standrds,
policies and procedures, in order that thy,
evaluative process shall support core-
structive analysis, emphasizegactors of
critical importance, and reflect the edu-_
cational and training needs of the
student;

(3) Notjess than two years' experience
as an accrediting agency or association;

4

4

1..

(4) Reflection in the composition of its
policy and decisionmakink bodies of the
community fit interests directly affected
by the scope of its accreditation.

(d) Aittonomous; Its' autonomy is dem- .
onstrated by cVidence that

(1) It perforins no function that would
be inconsistent with the formation of an
independent judgment of the quality of
anaducational prcgram or institution;

(2) It provides in Its operating pro-
eedilrea Against conflict of interest in
the rendering of its Judgments and
decision&
(20 U.S.C. 1141 (a))" .
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§ 149.20 Scope.
(a) Pursuant to section 438(b) of the

Higher Education Act of 1965 as
amended by Public Law 92-318, the
United States Commissioner of Education
is required to publish a list of State agen-
cies which he determines to be reliable
authorities as to the quality of public
postsecondary vocational, education in-
their respective States for the purpose of ,

determining .eligibility for . Federal stu-
dent assistance progradis administered
by the Office of -Education.

(b) Approval by a State agency in-
eluded on the list will provide an. alter-
native means of satisfying statutory
standards as to the quality of public
postsecondary vocational education to be

' undertaken by students receiving assist-
anceunder suchprograms.
(so U.S.C. 1087-'1(13) )

§ 149.21 iublication of Mit.
Periodically the U.S. Commissioner of

-Education will publish a list in the FED- -

MULL REGISTER .-of the State agencies
which he determines to be reliable au-
thorities as to the quality of public post-
secondary vocational gducation in their
respeCtive States.

( 20 U.S.C. 1087t(b)

149.22 ,,,Inclusion.on list '
Any State agency which desires to be

listed by .the Commissioner as meeting
the criteria set forth in § 149.24 should
apply; in writing to the Director, Accredi-
tation and Institutional Eligibility ,.Stiff,
Bureau of Postsecondary Education, Of-
lige of Education, Washington, D.C.
202,02.

(20 U.S.C. 1087-1 (b) )

t

Subpart B-2Criteria for State Agencies

:"§ 149.23 Initial recognition, and reeval-
uation.

For initial recognition and for renewal
of recognition, the State agency will fur-
nish information establishing-its compli-

. ance with the criteria_ set forth , in
149.24. This 1,14ormation may be sup-

plemented by per.sonhl, 4nterviews or
by review of the agency's' facilities, rec-
ords, Personnel qualifications, and ad-
ministrative management.' Each agency
listed will be reevaluated by the Com-
missioner at his discretion, but ,at least-
once every four -years. No -adverse cfe-
cision will become final withotzt.afford-
ing an opportunity for a hearing.
(20 U.S.0 1087-1 (b) )

§ 149.24 .Criteria for State agencies.
The following are the criteria whicH

.he Commissioner of Education will
utilize in designating a 'state- agency as
a reliable authority to assess the quality
of public postsecondary vocational edu-
cationln its respective State.

(a) Eunefionarispeefs. The functional
aspects of the State agency must- be
shown by: 4 4

(1) .Its scope of operations. The
agency:,

(1) Is statewide in the scope of its op!
erations midis legalry, authorizedlo ap-
prove public postsecondary vocational in-
stitutions or programs;

(11) Clearly sets forth the scope of its
objectives and activities, both as to kinds
and levels of public Postsecondary
tional -institutions or programs covered,
and the kinds of operations performed;

(111) Delineates the itrocela by ,which
it differentiates among and approves pro-
grams of varylligleyels.
' (2) Its drganization. The State

agency:

APPENDIX111

(1) Employs qualified personnel and,
uses sound procedures to carry out its
operations in a timely and effective
manner;

MY Receives adequate and timely
financial support, as- shown by , its ap-
propriations, to carry out its operations; ,

(ill) Selects competent and knowledgt-
able persons, qualified by experience
training, and selects such persona inbac-
cordance with nondiscriminatory prac-
tices, (A) to participate on visiting teams;
(H) W engage in consultative services
for the evaluation and approval process,
and (C) to serve' on decision-making
bodies.

(3) Its procedures: The State. agency
(1) Maintains clear d tions of ap-

proval status anti has deeloped written
procedures for grahting, reaffirming, re-
voking, denying, and reinstating ap-
proval status;

(ii) RequIres, as an integral part of
the approysl a'nd reapproval process, in-

stitutional or program self-analysis and
onsite revietvs,by visiting teams, and pro-
vides written and consultative guidance-
to institutions or program& and visiting
teanfs.

(A) Self-analysis-shall be a-qualitative
assessment of the strengths and limita-
tions of _the- instructional program, in-

oluding7the-achiefement of institutional
or program objectives, and should in"
volve a representittive portion of the in-
stitution's administrative staff, teaching
faculty, sttidentsi- governing body, and
other appropriate constituencies.,

(B) The visiting team, which includes
qualified examiners other than agency
staff, reviews instructional content,
methods affd resources, administrative
management. student services, andfacil-,
sties. It prepares written reports and rec-
ommendations for use by the State

. agency.

a.
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(111) Reevaluates at, reasonable and
regularly scheduled intervals institutions
or programs which it has approved.

(b) Responsibility and reliability. The '.
responsibility and reliability of the State
agency *ill be demonstrated by:

(1) Its responsiveness to the public in-
terest. The State agent

(1) Has an advisoty Wy which prot
vides for representation from public em-
ployment services-and employers, em-
ployees, postsecondary vocational edu-
cators, students, and the-general:public,
including minority groups. 'Among
functions, this structure provides counsel
to the State agency relating to the de-
velopment of standards, Operating-Ore-

cedures acid policy, and interprets the
educational needs and manpower proiec-,
tons of the State'epublic pottiecondarY
vocational education. systSm;..

(11) Demonstrates at the advisory`.
bo4-mRkes a real and meaningful conz
t,sffution to the appro,val:prOces4;

Providei advance public-notice-oft
proposed or revised standardsor regula-
tions through Its regular .channels_of
commimications,supplemented, if
sary, with direct communication:to:in-
form interestetimembers of the affected
community. In addition, it-provides-such
persons the opportunity- to comment _

the standards or - regulation's -PriOr to
their adoption;

Secur'es Sufficient qualitative- -
formation regarding the applicant 1- --
tutiOn or program -to enable the institu-
tion or program to demonstrate that it
has an ongoing program Otevatuation of
outputs consistelat-with-its-ecitisationat
goals; .

(v), Encourages oxperimental.and
novative programs to the extent that
these are conceived and implemented in
a manner which, ensures the quality -and
integrity of-the ireigtution or program;

(V1) Demonstrates that it approves
%those institutions or progtamS

which meet its published standards; that
its stanciardsi policies, and procedures
are fairly applied; and that its evalua-
tions are conducted and -decision* are
rendered under. conditions that assure an
impartial and 'objective judgment;

(vii) Regularly. reviews its standards,
policies and.Procedures in order that-the

,, ;evaluative process shall support con-
istructive 'analysis, emphasize factors of
critidal importance, and reflect the edu-
cational, and ,training needs of the

-student:-
(vill) Performs no function that would

'be incdnsistent with the formationOt an'
independent judgment of the quality of
an educational institution or program;

(1x)-Haswritten procedures for the re-
Mew of complaints pertaining to in.st1=4
tutional or program 'quality , as these___
relate to the agency's standards, and-
demonstrates that such procedures are
adequate to provide timely, treatment of
such ccn1plaints in a mannerylinr and
equitable to the complainant and to the _

institution or program; -
(x). Annually-Makes available to the 4

pUblic (A) its policies for approval;
reports of its_ operations, and (C) list of
institutions or programs' which,' it has

. approved:-
(x1) Requires each afip.roved school or

program t'vrencirt" on changes instituted
to deterniiiedontinuediliance with
standards -or-reiulationsP 4

(41) -Confers- reginarlf' with :cdunter- .-
part agencies that have similar 1T.iponsi-
bilities :Other andmeighbOring -States 40,

__ :About methods and techniques that may.
-be used -to meet,those responsibilities.

.(2) Its assurances,tftattdue; proaess is
accorded to institutions or programs
seekiing-apProVal. The State agency:,

(1) Providerefo adequate 'discussion
dining the on-site visit' between the visit-
Mg 'team and the funny, 'administrative
^staff, students, alicr other appropriate
-persons;

(11) Furnishes as a result Of the eval-
uation-visit, a written report-to the insti-
tution or program commenting on areas
of-strength, areas needing improvement,
and, when appropkiate, suggesting means
of improvement and including specific
areas, it any, where the institution or
program may not be in compliande with
the 'agency's standards;

the chief executive officer
.of the institution or program with op-
'portunity to comment upon the written
report and to file supplemental materials
Pertinent to the -facts and conclusions
the written report of the visiting, team
betere the agency takes action on the
report: -

. (iv) Provides the chief executive officer
of the institution with a specific state-
ment of reasons for any adverse actioft
and notice of the right to appeal such
action-before an. appeal body designated
for that purpose;

(v) Publishes rules of procedure ret.
garding appeals;

(vi) Continues the approval status of
the institution or program pending dis-
position of an apnea!: *

(vii) Furnishes the chief executive of-
ficer- of.the institution, or program with
a written decision of the appeal body, in-
cluding a statement of -its reasons-

-therefor. v,
(c) Capacity to fosterethiealpractica.

The State agency must 'demonstrate its
capability and willirigneks to 'foster
ethical practicet by -showing that it:

(1) Promoted Vell-denned set of ethit.-
cal standards governing_ institutional OF
programmatic praCtices, 'including re-
druitment, advertising, transcripts, fair
and equitable student tuiti
and s tudent placeinent services;

(ii) Maintains appropriate revisvrIn.......
relation to the ethical practices of each
apPrOved institution or program -

5.0.1057 -1(b))
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' CRITERIA FOR RECOGNITION OF STATE. AGENCIES FOR APPROVAL OF NURSE EDUCATION
.

For the purposerOf determining ibilit
assistance, 'pursuant to Public, Law 8-581,.
United , States Commissioner o ducation
publish a list of recognized accrediting bodl

for Federal
amended, the
s required to

s, anal` of 'State
agencies, which he determines to be reliable authgrities as to
the quality of training offered by schools and programs for
diploma, associate degree, and baccalaureate and graduate
degrees 'in. nursing. Irwpursuance of this 'Mandate, the
following criteria for recognition of State agencies were
established and publighed in the January 16, 1969 Federal
Register.

CRITERIA,
. . .

. The following are the criteria which the CornmisSionei of
Edutati win- utilize in determining whether a State agency
is.reliable thority as to the quality of training offered by4schools of rsing. '

. .

The State agency: 2

Is statewide in the -scope ofits operations and is
-legalhi 'authorized to accredit schools of nursing.

A*,
Makes pUblicly available:

. Current information covering 'its criteria or
standar or accreditation;

b.:, Reports of its operationsr,

-c:. : Lists of schools of nurilng which
credited.

it .has

3. Has an adequate organization and effective proce-.
dures, administered' by a.qualified board and staff,
to maintain- its operatiOns on a professional basis.
Among the factors to be considered in this connec-

--lion are that the agency:

a. Uses experienced and qualified examiners to
visit schools of nursing to examine educational
objectives, to inspect courses, programs, admin-_-
istrative practices, services and facilities and to
prepare mitten reports and recommendations
for the use ,of the reviewing bodyand causes
such examinations to be conducted under con-
ditions 'that assure an impartial and objective
judgment;

b. Secures sufficient and pertinent data concerning
the qualitative aspects of the school's educe-

_ tional program;

c. Respires each school of nursing accredited to,
-follow cle,arly defined refund 'policies goVarbing
all fees and tuition paid by students;

re-

d. Enforces a well defined set ofttandards-regard-
inm schOors ethical practices, including re-
cruitment and adVertising;

Requires each school of nursing accredited to
submit :a comprehensive annual report, includ-
ing current data on:

(1) rogiVis toward achievement of its stated
objectives, in nig-sing education;

0.1 33-
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(2) Qualifications and major responsibilities
of the dean or director and of each faculty
membir; t>

Policies used for selection, promotion, and
graduation of students;

'(4) 'Practices followed in safeguarding the
health and well-being of students;

(3)

(5) Current enrolment by class and student-
eacher ratios;

(6) Number of admissionso school per year
for past 5 years;

Numbe). of graduations froth school-per
year for past 5 years;
.

-(8) Performance of students on State board
.examinations for past 5 years;

Curriculum plan;(9)

78. 4
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A.

f. Regularly, but at least every 2 years, obtains
from each accredited school of nursing:

(1) A copy of its audited fiscal report, incluc:k
ing a statement of income and expendi-
tures;

(10) 'Brief course description.;
vs144.,

(10 Descriptions of resources and facilities,
clinical areas, and contractual arrange-
ments which reflect upon the academic

Nprogram.

g.

(2) A current catalog.
I

Makes initial and periodic ontsite inspections oaf
',each school of nursing accredited:

4. .Has clear, written procedures foe (a) the accredita-
tion of a school of nursing or institution, (b) placing
it-on a probationary status, (c) revoking the accredi-

t ---- tation, and (d) reinstating accreditation;
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FEDERAL POLICY GOVERNING THE GRANTING OF ACADEMIC
DEGREES BY FEDERAL AGENCIES AND INSTITUTIONS

(Approved December 23, 1954: Lee from Director,,
BUreau of the Budgets to Secretary, Health, ducation, and Welfare)

Iditied Assumptions

1. It is recognized an granted that Federal agencies may.
properly establish and opeiite personnel training programs as
needed to improve the effectiveness of the perforniancebf their
assigned functions. ,

C. 0

2. Because per nnel of Federal agencies may need ad-
vanced education i Order to deyeloptpeciatized competencits
of vital importa e to the agencies concerned, each agency

_ . should be em wered and authorized, when necessary, to send
persOnnel to i titutions of higher education for such necessary.
preparation.

Undergraduate Degree Programs' ,

3. The pattern of undergraduate training is well established
in certain of the existing educational institutions Of the Federal
Go'Vernment, such as at West Point and Annapolis. Any new
institution created by the Fedeial Gc4ernnent with authority to.
grarft urdergraduate degrees should, like the above mentioned
institutions, be accredited by the appropriate accrediting agency

'if the loacfieliir'S degree is to be granted. The Commissioner of
Education should be assignedTesponsibility for determining the
appropriate accrediting agency for each Federal installation that

. APPENDIX V

I

the need for the authority to 'grant graduate degree is
egtablisited and there is a clear determination that the need
for the graduate4de6rees° cannot be adequately met by'
institutions set up under theauthority of the various States,
Territories.; or the District of Columbia. Before any Federal
agency is authorized to grant 9r-Mate degrees, there shoul
be al, thorough exploratiPn, 6y'the Department of Health,
Education, and Welfire,1-of the possibility of having the__ .

program OperSted and/or the graduate de ree granted
through the facilities of existing educational ins-0 tions. For
the purpose of such' exploration, the service the
Department of, Health, Education, and Welfare will be
available, on request, to the agency concerned or 'to the
Bureale-Budgetii In order. to regularip the matter, each
such re nest would be referr by this Department to the: ,

Commissioner Of Education to assist him in reaching
conclusions and making recommendations-to the Secretary,
would 'convene an impartial group of representative educa-

jors appointed, by him, after corisqltation with the appropri-.

ate 'professional associations, to consider the relevant evi-
dence and' make recommendations to him in accordance with
the procedure outlined below. This ,procedure could be
formalized in an executive order or othe4vise.

*=:-1.w..
,undergraduatedegree program. = ProcedrfI maintains an underg

Graduate Degree programs,

Federal' agency, should be empov.yered togrant a
graduate degree for any educational.' program, except where

.IP

80'

g. in order to give effect to the policies*o9tlined:aboverith,
respect to the authorization /of' Federal agenCies to 'grant
graduate degrees, the CommissiOner of Educatfoi'?would
authorized and directed to establish 9 ReOielk Committee toI
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advise him concerning recommendations to be made concern-
ing any legislation that may be proposed Which would authorize -
the granting of graduate degrees by Federal agencies.-

6. It is proposed that the Review Committee consist of three
continuing members, each to serve for a period of three years,
plus six additional members to servetn an ad hoc basisall to
be appointed by theommissioner of EduCation after consulta-
tion with the appropriate professional associations. ,

7. -The principal functions of the Review Committee would'
pe:

,(a} to receive and review evidence Submitted by the apply--- ing agency-that, the following criteria have been net:

(1) That the conferring of the authOrity to giant the
graduate degree in question is essentipl to the ac:

'6 CompliShment of the program objectives of the ap-.

plyitag .agency.s, ..-

-42) .that the graduate program in queition and/or:the
graduate degrees proposed_cannOtbe obtained On

tisfactory-tfrms through the facilitiegof e4-ting
on-Federal institutions di-higher...education.

(3) that the graduate program conducted by the apply-
ing agency Meets the standards fort-le-degree or
degrees in question:whith.are met' by s' i.ar pro-,

d.

4.4

z.

. .
grams in non-Federal institutions of'higher ecitica':

lion.

(4) that the administration of the graduate program
concerned is such-that the faculty and students be
free' to -conduct their research activities as objec:
tively, as freely, and in as unbiased a manner as
that foutd. in other non-Federal institutions of
higher education. The_ existence of an advisory
committee of educators from regularly-constituted.
institutions shall be regarded as some evidence bf
the safeguarding of.freedom of inquiry. Accredita-
tion by an approdriate accrediting body, if such
exists, shall be regarded as another-. safeguard:

a'

(b) on, the basis of evidence obtained pertaining to the
items listed under 7(a) above, to make a report, iiiclud-
ing its recommendations as to whether the power to
graht graduate degrees shoilld beauthorized,to the
applying agency. ,

.8. The Commissioner would; together with his own recom-
rnendatiOns, transmit the report of th/eReviek ComrrAttee to the
Sepretary Of Health,, Education, and Welfare. The Secretary
Wpuldafter consideration of the Commissioner's recommenda-
tions end the Review Committee's report, make recommenda-
tions "to the requesting agency and the Bureau of the Budget,
an transmit with such recommendation&the reporof the Re-

, - -

view Committee.

. 4,36
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APPENDIX. VI

ADVISORYjCOMMITTEE_MEETINGS CONDUCTEDDURING 1976-.--

March 23-264 1976 (Twenty-eighth Meeting)
klington, Virginia

Open: March 23,
Mar ch24,

March 25,

March 2,6,

Closed: -March 25,

v

84

Workshop:
Full Committee:
Su,bcommittee 1:
Subcommittee 2:
Full Committee:
'Subcommittee 11

Subcommittee
. Full Coriimittee-:,
Fall Committee:

a

Subcommittee.1:
94*.

1:15 p.m.
9:15 a.m.

11a,Oa.m.
11:30 a.m
.9:10 a.m.
.10:45 a.m.

1:25 rnm.
a.m

3:45 p.m.
'91 5.1.m.

to 5:00 p.m,.
4)11:15 a.m.
to 4 :45 p.

. to 4:45 p.m.
'to 10:30 a.m.
to 1:10 p.m:
to 3:45 plm.

. to 3:30 p.tn.
to 4:25 p.m.
to 12:00 noon

. 1:10 p.m. to 1:25 p.m.
- 4

C .

-r

June 16 -18, 1976,(Twenty-ninth)
Arlington, Virgini0

. ,

. All sessions open, to the, public .

=September 21-24,1976 (Thirtieth)
Alexa ria; Virginia

.

All sessions open'to thepublic

December 8-10, 1976 (Thirty-first
Arlington, Virginia

sessionssessions open to the public

MEETINGS SCHEDULED FOR 1977

'March 23-25, 1977
AleXandria, Virginia

Apri128-29, 1977
Alexandria, Virginia

June 15-17, 1977
. Arlington, Virginia

September 28-36; 1977

it
December 14-16, 1977

. 37
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2.
June '1977

SCHEDULE.FORiNITIAL EVALUATION-AND- REEVALUATION OF-NATIONALLY.
RECOGNIZED ACCREDITING AGENCIES AND ASSOCIATIONS, STATE AGENCIES
FOR 'APPROVAL OF PUBLIC POSTSECONbARYNOCATIONAL EDUCATION, AND

STATE AGENCIES FOR APPROVAL OF NURSE EDUCATION
.

.Petitions and interim reports should be
submitted three months Odor to the
Scheduled review

.

American -Council on Education for
Journalism,Accrediting Committee 1.
(interim) -

American. Dental Association, Com-
Miseionon Accreditation bf-Dental
and Dental Auxiliary Programs

A.merican Medical Association, opn-
cil on Medical Education, as the
coordinating agency in allied health
education accreditation

Medical .Assistant (interim),
Nuclear Medicin'e Technologist

(iffterim)
Physical Therapist .' .

American Physical Therapy. AsSocia::
tion, CoMmittee on Accreditation
in Edudation.(inifial) . .

Council on Education for:Public Health-
Engineers'. Council for Professional

Developmeritlot first professional -

degree pro'gramS in engineering
and associate and baccalaureate
degree .prodrems in -engineering

. technology)
Iowa State Boardofpublic Instruction

cintearn)
Kansas State Board,of-Ethication ..

,

86

September 1977

4 4

APPENDIX VII,

MinnesotaState BoardforVooational- . '

Technical Education (interim)
MOntaria Board of Public Instruction
National Association of Schools of Art,

Commission on Accreditation an
Membership (interim)

National Council for Accreditation Of
. Teacher Edp4ation (interim)

National Home §tudy Corcil, Accre-
diting Commission.(interjm)

American Assembly of Collegiate
Schools Of Business, Accreditatfon
Cotincil (Interim)

American Library Association, Com-4

mittee on'Accreditation
American OsteOpathic ASsociation

(interirn)
American PodiatrVAssi;Ciation, Coun-

cil.ori Podiatry EducatiOn (interim) °
Arkansas State Board for Vocational

Educatiort '
Council on Social Work Education,

Commisiion On kccieditaticin
tetim)

NbliOn§1 Asgociatilin 46f SchoOls of
° Music 1,
North Central Association cif-Colleges

driCIScliWs; Commission on Insti-
,tutions4f Higl*Edtication

4 .
r

r.



December 1977

March 1978
'A.
S

.4
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Oklahoma State Board. of Vocational
/-* and Technical Education -

Society of American Foresters
Utah State Board' for Vocational Ed-

ucation (interim)

Accrediting Commistion on Education
for Health Services Administration

American Association of Nurse Anes- '
thetists, Council. on Accreditation '
(interim) ',

American Bar Association, Council of
the Section of gal Education and
Admissions to e Bar

American Counc on Pharmaceutical
Education'

American Speech and Hearing Asso-
ciation, American Boards of. Exam-
iners in Speech Pathology and Au-

,-- diOlogy (interim)
4

Cosmetology Accrediting CommisSidn
Indiana State Board of Vocational and

Tolichnical Educatio(interim)
Kentucky State Board -Of Education

(interim)-
1(Mo tana:State Board of Nursing.

6 ahoma State Regents for Higher
. Education _. .

American Medical Association, c oun,
gil on .Medical Education, as -the
coordgfatingagency,in allied health

/ education accreditation
Assistant to the primary Card

Physician *=".

Cytotechnologist
Histologic 'Technician

:Laboratory Assistant
Medical Assistant

.

May-1978

C

Medical Laboratory Technician
Medical RecOrd Administrator
Medical Record Technician
Medical Technologist
NUclear Medicine Technologist
OccupationalTherapist
Physical Therapist
Radiologic-Technologist
Radiation Therapy-TechnologistQa
Respiratory Thar
Respiratoryher
Specialist in Bioo

nblogy
Surgeon's Assistant

American Optometric A sociation,-.
Council on Optometric EdifatiOn
(interim) .

American Veterinary Medical Asso-
ciatiOn, -Corrimittee on Animal

'Technician Activities and' Triaining
Middle States gssociationof Colleges

and. Secondary Schools,'ComMis:
sion on Higher Education (interim)

National' Adcreditation for
' Agencies Serving the Blind,andVis-

- ually Handicapped (interim)
National Association ; of Trade 'and

TechnTechnical Schools, Adcrediting fical

Southein Asiociation of Colleges and
Schools, Commission on OcCupa-
tional Education:instifutions

' (interim) ,

gist
y Technician

Bank Tech-

.0. - , .

. ,.. . . . .

for Interior Design EdUca-
otion Research, Committee on AC-

. creditation

. -
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- . ,
. 4September 1978 American OSteopathic AsSociation;.

American Podiatry Association:, Coun-
cil on Podiatry Education_

New Jersey State Board-of_Edtica- tion
Utah State Board for -Vocational-Ed--.

A

."
ucation

California :Boards of Registered Nurs-
ing .40 .: -- '---

Council-. oh Chiropractic Eduction,'
Commissidn bri_Ac-cieditation

.. eers'-1601.-Incil for: Professional
pfnehtAfor jgradulte -firo-
leadin to. advanced-aritry"

. i the engineering :profession). -:
. India aStete-BOarde-Vocationala0

.. _- "-- TechnicbloEduceti'on --,--.--i,_

___--botiitiaira 'State Bo4lof Nurse -Ex-

_..,,$,tlissoni.i 86.4' Bdaiirpf NtIrsin
-. ark ,State4-Boafth-of..11 gents,"-

.

f_NOriniCeittra -IAsso ra, n- -of__Cilzeges

. a-hi:1,S ch_ooli; -Com mis --oti__-____._

-: .-----s------.---:... -'. _ Schoblsiiireerim).-L, ,- -._ .- --
-_. . ,

.. Marc-61.9792 ---:---- ... . Ameritanircnologicat Astbeeetioo".------ -- -- ,f--,- - -*-- : .-
,.., --- - -- ..---7 --C.,orpipt e ,oryAccr_e_di, tation____-lfor__-e- -- ' _ _

--A

.r

1

a'1979_

_ doctors ande3ternshrpprogramaln_
and co.iinseli

-pg:
-psychology

Ameiican -Veterirrary Medical -

'ciatio-m.Couricil on Educetion
T'National ACcreditation Council for e SepieriiVer4V79

--,,AgenkieS_ Serving:. the -Blind and .

Visua ly'Hindicaplie-Ointerim)- "

NatiOnal Leadue for Nursing; Inc- ,
. Board of Review for Associate

.' Degree Programs ..
Board of Review for Baccalaure-
"ate and Higher Degree Pro-

-grams'
Board of Review for Diploma Pro-

grams
Board, of Review for Practical

Nursing Programs
New Hampthire Board of Nursing Edo;

ucation and Nurse" Registration
Northwesi Association of Schoolls and

Colleaes,--Somrhission v_Colleges
(interim)

Southern Association of Colleges and-
Schoolt, Conimisiion on Colleges

West:Virginia Board of Examiners for-
Registered Nurses

.r
.

Association of Independent Colleges
and Schools', Accrediting Commis-.
sion _

Minnesota State Board for Vocational-
:- Technical

Misk_uri State Board of Education
NatiOnal,Counci(4fOr Accreditation of

Teacher Education
Natio nalHOme Study Council, Accred-

iting.Corrimistion
New York StateElfarof Regents Oa...

a nationally recognized accrediting
1, agency) -

Soh Is
Council

Assembly of Collegiate
of 'Business, Accreditation_.

4 %,,a

4,0



December 19 79

,

March 1980

May1980-

,

.

1/4

American Associelion of Nurse Anes-
thetists, Council on Accreditation

America'n _Speech and Hearing Asso-
ciation, America% Boards of Eicam-
i9ers in Speech Pathology and Au-.
diblogy

fkentucky State Board of:Education

Middle States Association of Colleges
-and .§econdary schools,
spin on. Higher Education

Accreditation Council for
' ::AgencieServing the BlindandVis-...

ually.Handicappe'd
Architectural Accrediting

Board, Inc.
National Aitociation for Practical

Nurse'Education end Service, Inc.,
Accrediting Review Board

merican Council on Edutation for
Journalism, Acarediting Omriiii;
tee - ,

low'atate,Boar.dbf-Public lnst ction 'Mor,
- ,

Rational Assockaticin of Schools o
CorniniSsion-.OR.AccreditatiOn and
Membershii;r- .,

Assoa.l.ption-for P,astoTal Ed-
ucationOnc.

Council on Social' Work Education, ,-
,ComnikssiOn on Accreditation
r

,,NeWiEnblandssociation of Schdois,
and dtsllegest

ComThiision on" Independent

.
-

q

September 19 80

4 6 ye

0

9 2

becember 1980t

, `lb

Commission on Ihstitutioris of
Higher Education

Commissioil on Public 'Schools
Commission on Vocational, .

echnical, Career Institu.
tidns

7

Accrediting Bureau of Medical Lab
oratory Schodls
merican Board of FuneralService
Education, ,c osemission of
Schools

North Central Association Of Col-
leges and Schools, Commission
on Schools

Western Association of Schools and
Colleges, Accrediting Commission
for Community and Jiinipr Colleges

, Western. Association of Schools and
` Coltdges, Accrediting Commission

for Senior Collegts and Uhiversities

1981 Arnericpn Optometric AssociatiOn,
Council on Optometric Educatiola

association of Advanced
and TalmuslieSchoOls, ,Accredita-.

, Commistiori , .

New York State Board of Regents (for
public postsecondary vocational ed-
ucation) .

.

Northwest Association of Schools.and
14

Colleges, Commission on olleges
Southern Association-of Colleges and

Schools, CorrimissiOn on Occupa-
tional Education, Institutions

93
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,-- COMMITTEE ACTIONS ON PETIT! $, i976 .

. IP 401.,a

TYPE OF PETITION' .

. .4 --\,..... ''-e

.
. 4e ..

0
.

NationalAccrediting Agentiei
Petitions for:Initial Recognitiori 5 1 - 2 - 2

Petitions forflenewal of Recognition 27 27 ..
Petitionslor Extension of Scope _J-7- 7

-

Interim Reports Tr- - -, 1

Reqtlests for Deferratqf Review of Petition '2 . 2 -"*"

TYPelF. ACTION TAKEN

-
No ActionAPPrOved. Denied Deferred Accepted
Required

.

State Vocational Approval Agencies
Fetitionifqr Initial oggition*
Pettti,ons for Ren al ofRecognition..-
lnieriiii Reports'.
Withdrawal from Recogniied List

r State Nurse Apptpval Agencies
4 Interim Report

4('
1

Request's for gatiyaactory Assurahoe '2 2

11, .', 'IV i %

a
",,

4 . . t 4 , .

6 .' 6 6 .

3. '-'1-*
..

. i 3
s

..
1 1

'4, . ., . i

---r--.

7"
APPENDIVIII- ,

,,
4 f, I a

ti

Petition for Degree Wanting Authority. 1 1 -,
TOTALS c .1-...-' 70 48 . 5 2 14

One of these was a Committee action (recommehdation) in 1975; the ommissioner)action occurred in 1976
0

*.94' 42
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COMMITTEE ACTIONS ON POLICY ISSUES, 1976
.1

1.Rroposed and scheduled policy review meeting for spring, a

1977.

2, Conducted Workshop with accrediting and State approval
agencies, Federal and State'officials, educators and the'
general. p'ublic.

3. Reviewed prdposed eligibility provisions of AdMinistratioh
bill 1-114 11939. - -

Adopted resolution supporting eligibility provisions' of HR
11939.

5. ,Reviewed proposed revisionso Criteria for Recognition of
lational Accrediting Bodies and State Agencies for Ap-
prove! of Public Postsecondary Vocational Education.

6. Reviewed American Institutes for Research .project on
consumer protection.

7, Conducted meeting with repregentatives of Council
Postsecondary Accreditation.

/o

APPENDIX IX

8. Reviewed visitation team training program of Commis-
sion on Schools, North Central Association of Colleges and
Schools.

of the Ad-9.. ReViewed repOrt of Policy Riview S,ubcdmmitt
visory Committee.

10. Reviewed, twice, actions 0 accrediting agences relative to
Western Stateliniversity College of Law of Orange County;"
California. ,(°

111. Adapted Rgsolution congratulating retiring U.S. Commg-
sioner of Education.T. H. Bell.

1

on 1

s.

43

;
2Reviewed HEW Office of the 'General Counselopinion re-

garding the authority to designate Federal Aviation
istration asnationally recognized, accrediting ,agency.

,

Reviewed California Legislature's actions directed toward
Wegtern Association of Schools and Colleges. ro

r.

v /
GPO 915.116 n,_
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WHO TO .CALL OR WRITE
\

For information about accreditation and institutional eligibility
For iriformation about the Advisory Committee
For %Omission' of nominations former'nbership on the Advisory

Committee " -

For submission of petitions for recognition
For inclusion on the DEAE mailing' list

Jbhn R. Proffitt
DirectOr4.
Division, of Eligibility andAgency 'Evaluation
Bureau of Highei.and Continuing Education
U.S. Office of Eduction
Washington, D.C. 20202
(202) 245-9875

For information about accreditatibn, policy.
For information about petitions for recognition

Ronald S. Pugslay .. ..
s

Actirig Chief, Accrediting Agency Evaluation

.- Division Of Eligibility and Agency Evaluation
,(Address as above) . ,
(202) 245-2810 : .. .

t

98,

Branc

r

Foiinformation abOut institutional eligibility
For information about Cartificationsjor foreign students

Leslie W. Ross
. Acting Chief, Institutional Eligibility Branch

Divisioh of Eligibility and Agency Evaluation'.
- (Address as above)

(202) 245-2940

For information about eligibility of communitymibr and senior
colleges

Joseph M, Hardman
Chief, College Eligibility"Section
Institutional Eligibility Branch
(Address as above)
(202) 245-2943

Q

For information about eligibility of vocational schools and .

programs

Ruth: W. CroWley 4 -
Chief, Occupational School Eligibility Section
Institutional Eligibility Branch
(Addrgs as al3ove)
(20) 245-9703

-

I
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